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his great State grow. He had helped develop it to become
one of the greatest agricultural lands, and it was fitting that
at tHe close of his busy life he should be laid away along the
banks of the great Missouri, overlooking the fairest of lands,
the States he loved best.

No language or words of mine could do justice to the strong
character and upright manhood of James P. LAaTTra. His daily
life is his best eulogy. In his passing away his city, his State,
and the Nation lost a noble, true-hearted, and upright citizen.

To me it was a personal loss. He was my counselor and
my friend, and I accord it a high privilege to pay tribute to
his memory here to-day.

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, a number of the
Members of the House who desired to speak to-day are neces-
sarily absent, and I ask unanimous consent that those who wish
to do so may have the privilege for five days of extending
remarks in the Recorp upon the life, character, and services of
the late Hon. JAMES P. LATTA.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr., Loseck). The gentleman
from Nebraska [Mr. StepHENs] asks unanimous consent that
Members wishing to extend their remarks may have that privi-
lege. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ADJOURNMENT.

In accordance with the resolution previously agreed to, and
as a further mark of respect to the memory of Mr. LaTTa, the
House (at 2 o'clock and 9 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-
morrow, Monday, May 27, 1912, at 11 o'clock a. m,

SENATE.
Moxoay, May 27, 1912.

Prayer by Rev. John J. Van Schaick, of the city of Washing-
ton. -

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Simumoxs and
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved.

- SHOE AND LEATHER TRADE IN THE UNITED XINGDOM (S. DocC.
NO. 719). ;

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report of Commercial Agent Arthur B. But-
man containing the result of his investigations of the shoe and
leather trade in the United Kingdom, which, -with the accom-
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce and
ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 16661) to reliquish, release, remise, and quit-
claim all right, title, and interest of the United States of Amer-
iea in and to all the lands held under claim or color of title by
individuals or private ownership or municipal ownership situ-
ated in the State of Alabama, which were reserved, retained, or
set apart to or for the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians under
or by virtue of the treaty entered into between the United
States of America and the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indiaus
on March 24, 1832,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution:

8. 5930. An act to extend the time for the completion of dams
across the Savannah River by authority granted Twin City
Power Co. by an act approved February 29, 1908;

H. R.14083. An act to create a new division of the southern
judicial district of Texas and to provide for terms of court
at Corpus Christi, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for
other purposes;

H. R. 17029. An act authorizing the Secretary of War-to con-
vert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a bri-
gade post;

H. R. 20586. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
sald war; and >
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H. J. Res, 142, Joint resolution to declare and make certain
the authority of the Attorney General to begin and maintain and
of any court of competent jurisdiction to entertain and decide
a suit or suits for the purpose of having judicially declared a -
forfeiture of the rights granted by the act entitled “An act
granting the Washington Improvement & Development Co. a
right of way through the Colville Indian Reservation, in the
State of Washington,” approved June 4, 1898.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial adopted
by the Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Com-

mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Senate joint memorial 4.

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States in Congress assembled:

Your memorialists, the Senate of the First Legislature of the State
of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring therein, respect-
fully represent:

Whereas bs" section 24 of the act of Con s entitled “An act to enable
the people of New Mexico and to enable the people of Arizona to form
a constitution and State government and be admitted into the Union
on an egnni foottn% with the original States,” the Congress of the
United States granted to the State of Arizona sections 2 and 32 of
every township in said State, in addition to sections 16 and 36, for
the support of the common schools of Arizona; and

Whereas said act of Congress further provides that where sections 2,
16, 32, and 36, or any part thereof, are mineral, or have been sold,

, reserved, or otherwise appropriated, or reserved by or under the
authority of any act of Congress, or are wanting or fractional in
%uantltr. or where settlement thereon with a view to preemption or

omestead, or improvement thereof, with a view to desert-land entry

has been made heretofore or hereafter, and before the survey thereo
in the field, the provisions of sections 2275 and 2276 of the Revised
Statutes, and acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, are
made applicable; and

Whereas sald act of Congress further provides that the grants of sec-
tions 2, 16, 32, and 86 to said State within national forests now
existing or proclaimed, shall not vest the title to said sections in said
State until the part of sald national forests embracing any of said
sections is restored to the public domain; and

Whereas the operation of the izmnt in said act of Congress to the State
of Arizona is, through local conditions, existing in the State of Ari-
zona, bereft of most of its practical value to the State, and the po-
tential value of said grant to the State indefinitely postponed; and

Whereas it is necessary to the welfare of the State of Arizona and to
the proper maintenance of its common-school system that the benefits
of said grants to the State be immediately secured :

Therefore your memorialists respectfully pray, That the sald grants
to the State of Arizona contained in said act of Congress, and ns cir-
cumseribed by sald sections 2275 and 2276, be augmented by further
legislation by your bodies authorizing the said State of Arizona to make
its lieu gelection from any lands of the public domain of the United
States whatsoever, including lands reserved for national forests now
existing or proclaimed under such terms as may be provided, and that
the title thereto, when so selected, immediately vest in the State of
Arizona ; also to immediately vest title in the State of Arlzona to said
sections 2, 16, 32, and 36 within the national forests now existing or

proclaimed ; mow, be it further
Resolved, That the presiding officers of each house of the Legislature
of the State of Arizona are hereby directed to forward to the President

of the United States, the presiding officers of the Senate and the House
of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, and to the
‘Un[ttﬂ) States Senators, and the Representatives in Congress for Ari-
zZona a co% of this memorial.
May 2, 1912, passed the seuate by vote of 19 ayes, 0 noes.
M. G. CUNNIFF,
President of the Benate.
May 16, 1912, passed the house by vote of 25 ayes, 9 noes, 1 absent.
8aM B. BRADNER,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives,

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial adopted
by the Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Senate joint memorial 5. i

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled
Btates in Congress assembled:

Your memorialists, the Benate of the First Legislature of the State
of Arizona, the House of Representatives concurring therein, respect-
fully represent:

YWhereas the homesteaders In Arizona who oceupy that portion gf the
State known as the dry-farming sections have found themselves at
great disadvantage in trying to make a llving upon their homesteads
for the first few g'eﬂrs of settlement, unless they absent themselves
from such homesteads for a considerable portion of the time and
find employment elsewhere; and

Whereas United States Senate bill 3367, entitled “An act to amend see-
tion 2291 and eection 2297 of the Revised Btatutes of the United
States, relating to homesteads,” which passed the Senate of the
United States on February 5, 1912, is now before the House of Rep-
resentatives for the consideration of that body; and

Whereas the above-mentioned net provides for flnal proof with three
yvears' residence and permits absence from the homestead for six
months out of the year; and

Whereas such law would result in great benefit to the homesteaders of
the State of Arizona by making the acquiring of homesteads here more

ractical and thus encouraging the migration of home builders:

Now therefore be it

Resolved, That the First Legislature of the State of Arizona respect-
fully requests the Pamge of the above-mentioned act, now pending in
Congress ; now be it further

Resolved, That the presiding officers of each house of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Arizona are hereby directed to forward to the Presi-
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dent of the United States and the presiding officers of the Senate and
House of Regresentntives of the Congress of the United States and to
the United States Senators and the Representative in Congress for
Arizona a r:oF of this memorial.
May 3, 1912, passed senate by vote of 19 ayes, 0 noes.
M. G. CUNNIFF,
: President of the Senate.
May 16, 1012, passed the house by vote of 34 ayes, 1 no.
SAM B. BRADNER,
Epeaker of the House of Representatives.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the
Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on
Trrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered fo be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Senate joint memorial 6.

To the honorable the Senale and House of Representatives in Congress
assembled: ¥
Your memorlalists, the Senate of the first State Legislature of Ari-

zona, the House of Representatives concurring therein, most respectfully

represent :

Whereas on the 22d day of June, 1907, the Reclamation Service, on the
part of the United States Government, entered into a certain contract
with the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., a corporation having its principal
place of business in Phoenix, Ariz., which gald contract related to the
gale of electric power to be generated in the future by the Roosevelt
reclamation project, in the Territory of Arizonma, mow the State of
Arizona, and which said contract sold to said Pacific Gas & Electric
Co. all of the electric power generated by said project to be used in
the city of Phoenix, Territory of Arizona, now Sitate of Arizona under
the following terms contained in article 2 of said contract, to wit:

“ ART. 2, The party of the first Esrt (the Government) further agrees
while serving to the party of the second part (Pacific Gas & Electric
Co.) under the terms of this contract, to refrain from entering into
a general retailing of power to customers in the city of FPhoenix,
Ariz., or from furnishing power to anyone to be sold again or re-
talled. It is agreed, however, that the party of the first part shall
have the right to sell or lease power in the city of Phoenix at ang
time in blocks of 100 to 500 kilowats and over to anyone to be use

- in manufacturing industries, waterworks, or pumping plants " ; and

Whereas sald clause in said contract creates a monopoly and a trust in
favor of said Pacific Gas & Electric Co., in sald city of Phoenix,
relieving it from competition and allowing it to charge consumers in
the city of Phoenix charges for electric meer controlled and governed
only by its desire and consclence; an

Whereas the Twenty-fifth Territorial Legislature of the Territory of
Arizona, in session in Januvary and February, 1909, petitioned Con-
gress to call upon the Secretary of the Interfor to investigate said
contract, to the end that, if found illegal, action be taken to annul
same, and the civic organizations of the city of Phoenix, its mayor,

_and council protested to the Secretary of the Interior against said
monopolistiec contract, all without avail; and

Whereas a committee, appointed hy the house of representatives, is now

* making a general investigation of the Roosevelt reclamation project,
the records of which will be available to determine certain facts as
to said contract: Therefore be it
Resolved by the First Legislature of the Btate gf Arizona, That we

earnestly and respectfully petition and request the Senate and House of

Representatives of the United States, In Congress assembled, to eall

upon the Attorney General of the United States to procure said contract

and all correspondence and papers relating thereto and to investigate
said contract, and if upon investigation it appears that said contract
is unjust, illegal, and creative of monopoly, the proper proceedings be
~ brought to obtain abrogation and annulment of the same, at least to
the extent of abrogating such portion of sald article 2 as grants to said

Pacific Gas & Electric Co. an exclusive monopoly ; and now be it further

. Resolved, That the presiding officers of each house of the Legislature

of the Btate of Arizona are hereby directed to forward to the President

of the United Btates and the presiding officers of the Senate and the

House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States and to

the United States Senators and the Representatives in Congress for

Arizona a copy of this memorial.

Adopted by the senate by vote of 18 ayes, 1 excused.
M. G, CUNNIFF,
President of the Benate.
May 16, 1912, passed the house by vote of 32 ayes, 1 no, 2 absent.
SAM B. BRADXNER,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Woman's
Christian Temperance Union of Dadeville, Ala., praying for the
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit the
manufacture, sale, and importation of intoxicating liquors,
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Aux-
iliary of St. Luke's Church, of Charlestown, N. H., and a peti-
tion of the Exeter Branch of the Woman's Auxiliary of the
State of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion to provide medical and sanitary relief for the natives of
Alaska, which were referred to the Committee on Territories.

Mr. SMITIH of Arizona. I present a joint memorial adopted
by the Legislature of Arizona, which I ask may be printed in
the Recorp and referred to the Commitiee on Public Lands,

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered fo be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

Memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
| States of America, in Congress assembled.

| Your memorialists, the F'irst Legislature of the State of Arizona, in

. session convened, respectfully represent:

' Whereas by an act of Congress of the United States passed March

| 3, 1865, certain lands lying along the east side of the Colorado River,
in Yuma County, Ariz., now known as the Colorado River Indian
Reservation, were set apart for Indian purposes; and

Whereas by Executive orders dated November 22, 1873, November 16,
1874, and May 15, 1876, the boundaries of sald Indian reservation
were described as follows, to wit: .

Beginning at a point where La Paz Arroyo enters the Colorado
River, about 4 miles above Ehrenburg, Ariz.; thence easterly, follow-
ing the course of said arroyo, to a point south of the crest of La
Paz Mountain; thence following the crest of sald mountain in a
northerly direction to the top of Black Mountain; thence in a north-
westerly direction over the Colorado River to the top of Monument
Peak, in the State of California; thence southwesterly in a straight
line to the top of Riverside Mountain, in California; thence in a
direct line toward the place of heglnn{ug to the west bank of the
Colorado River; thence down said west bank to a point opposite the

lace of beginuln‘g: thence to the place of beginning ; and

Whereas the description as given in said Executive orders is ambigu-
ous and uncertain, in that there is much dispute as to which moun-
tain peak Is meant by La Paz Mountain, as well as the crest of
that mountaln to be followed in a northerly direction; and

Whereas the Commissioner of the General Land Office at Washington,
D. has recently had surveyed the lands embraced within said
Indian reservation as per Executive orders as above set forth, and
the southeast corner of said reservation has been established on a
certain mountain k purporting to be the particular mountain
described in said ecutive orders as La Paz Mountain, and a line
run from said point to a certain mountain called Black Mountain ; and

Whereas the line so run has established the south and east lines of said
reservation ; and

Whereas the said survey as now established will include within the
sald reservation a large amount of mineral land, including mines and
mining claims that have been owned and worked by citizens of Ari-
zona since 1861 ; and

Whereas owing to the uncertainty during the past 35 years of the
exact location of the boundary es of said reservation, many pros-
pectors have located, worked, or sold their mining claims to innocent
purchasers, who have in turn expended large amounts of money in de-
velopment work, erecting costly holsting works, building roads, and
otherwise building up this section of the country ; and

Whereas the citizens of that community firmly believe that it was the
intention of the Congress of the United States, in setting apart the
lands embraced within the Colorado River Indian Reservation, to in-
clude within its boundaries only such lands as could be used for
agricultural purposes, and did not intend to include mineral land ; and

Whereas the only land within said reservation which can be used for
agricultural purposes, grazing, or timber lands lies in the valley along
the eastern side of the Colorado River; and

‘Whereas that portion of the land now taken In by recent survey, as
set forth above, which lles on the mesas or the mountain east of the
valley, does not contain one single acre of tillable land, contains no
timber nor pasture, hence is of no value whatever, except for the
mineral contained in the gravel on the mesas or in the veins of ore
in the mountains: Now therefore be it

the

Resolved by the House of Representatives and the Senate o
Btate of Arizona, That we call upon the Congress of the United States
to enact such law as may be necessary to furnish rellef to owners of
mines and mining claims located and worked Egor to the recent survey
as above set forth, lying within the boundary lines of the said Colorado
River Indian Reservation, to the end that title to said mineral lands be
confirmed to their present owners or their assigns; be it further
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to our Repre-
sentatives in Congress, the Hon. MArcus A. SMITH, the Hon. HEXRY F.
AsHURST, and the Hon. CARL F. HAYDEN, and that they be requested to
do all in their power to bring about the passage of an act that will
afford the relief as above
May 13, 1912, passed

rayed for.
¢ house by vote of 33 ayes, 1 no, 1 absent,
AM B. BRADXNER,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives.

May 17, 1912, passed the senate by vote of majority.
M. G. CuxIFF,
President of the Senate.

We, B. F. Thum, chief clerk of the House of Representatives, and
J. W. McCollum, secretary of the Senate of the Legislature, of the
State of Arizona now in session, do hereby severally certify to the
above and foregoing as a full, true, and correct cogy of house joint
memorial No. 4, and the whole thereof, as adopted by the legislature
of the gaid State of Arizona.

Witness our hands this 16th day of May, 1912.

B. F. TaoM,
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives.
¥ J. W. McCuLLoM,
Secretary of the Senate.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial adopted
by the Legislature of Arizona, praying that the grants of publie
lands heretofore made by the United States to the State of
Arizona be augmented by further legislation authorizing the
State of Arizona to make its lien selection from any lands of
the public domain, which was referred to the Committee on -
Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recomrp. (See
p. 7200.) ¥

Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial adopted
by the Legislature of Arizona, praying for the adoption of an
amendment to sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes
providing for final proof with three years' residence on home-
steads, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp. (See p. 7200.)

Mr, SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial adopted by
the Legislature of Arizona, praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion authorizing the abrogation of certain clauses in a contract
entered into between the United States and the Pacific Gas &
Electric Co., of Phoenix, Ariz., which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and
ordered to be printed in the Recorp. (See first column of this

page.)
Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a resolution adopted by the

Chamber of Commerce of Graham County, Ariz., favoring an
appropriation of $1,000,000 for building levees on the Gila River
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to prevent the further destruction of farms, which was referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presefited a petition of sundry eitizens of Bisbee, Ariz.,
praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a memorial of sundry citizens
of Lyndonville, Vt., remonstrating against the establishment of a
department of public health, which was ordered to lie on the table.

-He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the District
of Columbia, praying for the enactment of legislation to main-
tain the present water rates in the Distriet, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of members of the
Connecticut Civil Bervice Reform Association, remonstrating
against the enactment of legislation providing a five-year
tenure of office for civil-service employees, which was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations.

He also presented an affidavit in support of the bill (8.
6274) for the relief of Edward W. Whitaker, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

He alse presented a memorial of Local Lodge No. 21, Order
Biiith Abraham, of New Haven, Conn., remonstrating against
the enactment of legislation to further restriet immigration,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, WATSON presented resolutions adopted by the Ancient
and Accepted Scottish Rife of Freemasonry for the Southern
Jurisdiction of the United States at Wheeling, W. Va., favor-
ing the enactment of legislation permitting the inscription of
any insignia or emblems of that order upon monuments, tomb-
stones, ete., in the national cemeteries of the country, which
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

He also presented a petition of Potomac Chapter, No. 132,
American Insurance Union, of Piedmont, W. Va., praying for
the enactment of legislation granting the privilege of inserting
advertisements in the official journals of fraternal associations,
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Reads.

Mr. FLETCHER. I present a resolution adopted hy the
Board of Trade of Tampa, Fla., which I ask may be printed
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Resolution adopted by Board of Trade of Tampa, Fla.

Whereas the continuance of the work of promoting economy and effi-
cleney in the administration of the Federal Government, by a
staff of experts appointed by the President of the United States under
act of Con , depends in no small measure upon an appropriation
of $200,000 asked for by the present Cnngmas: and

Whereas the important economics already effected and others made pos-
gible by this expert commission are in direct line with that policy of
retrenchment so strong!f advocated by both the President and the
Congress: Therefore be It
Resolved, That the Board of Trade of the city of Tampa, Fla., in

session Wednesday, May 22, 1912, urges upon Congress the appropria-

tion of $200,000 required to continue this efficiency commission and
directs that this preamble and resolution be communicated to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the Senate and the House and that other
important commercial o tions throughout the country be re-
quested to take similar action.

F. C. BowWYER, President

[sEAL.]
W. B. PoweLL, Secretary.

Attest:

Mr. BRISTOW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Me-
Pherson, Augusta, and Topeka, all in the State of Kansas, pray-
ing for the establishment of a department of public health,
which were ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Milan and
Argonia, in the State of Kansas, praying for the passage of the
so-called old-age pension bill, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Mr. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Staf- |

ford and Sterling, in the State of Kansas, praying for the
éstablishment of a department of publie health, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

REPOBETS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 4693) for the relief of R. W. Branson, re-
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. T99)
thereon,

Mr. OVERMAN. I present the views of the minority (Rept.
No. T70, Pt. IT) on the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropria-
tion for payment of certain eclaims in accordance with findings

of the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the |

acts approved March 3, 1883, and Marech 3, 1887, and commonly
known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which I ask may
be printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. ROOT; from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 98) fixing the
number of presidential electors, and for other purposes, sub-
mitted an adverse report (No. 800) thereon, which was agreed
to, and the joint resolution was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. SIMMONS. On behalf of the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. Kiax], who prepared the report, I submit the views of
the minority (Rept. No. 765, Pt. 1I) on the bill (H. R. 21214)
to extend the special excise tax now levied with respect to
doing business by corporations, to persons, and to provide rev-
enue for the Government by levying a special excise tax with
respect to doing business by individuals and copartnerships,
which I ask may be printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will
be received and printed. .

Mr. BRANDEGEE, from tlie Committee on the Judiciary,
to which was referred the bill (H. RR. 18017) to amend an act
entitled “An act to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees
of the courts of the United States,” reported it with an amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 802) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (H. R. 14925) to amend “An act to parole United
States prisoners, and for other purposes,” approved June 25,
1901, reported it without amendment.

Mr. OLIVER. The joint commission appointed with reference
to the fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of Gettysburg has pre-
pared a bill and bas requested me to present it. I therefore in-
troduce the bill and ask that it lie on the table.

The bill (8. 6964) aunthorizing and directing the Secretary
of War to make certain provisions for the care of the partici-
pants in the eelebration of the fiftieth anniversary of the Battle
of Gettysburg, at Gettysburg, Pa., on the 1st, 2d, 3d, and 4th
days of July, 1913, and making appropriation of a sum suffi-
cient to earry out the provisions of this bill was read twice by its
title and, with the accompanying paper, ordered fo lie on the table.

UBGENCY DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Appropriations, to
which was referred the joint resolution (HL. J. Res. 319) mak-
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations
for contingent expenses of the House of Representatives for
the fiscal year 1912, and for other purposes, I report it favor-
ably with an amendment, and I submit a report (No. 801)
thereon. I ask unanimous consent for its immediate considera-
tion. It is short and involves a very small amount of money.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution which was
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with an amend-
ment, on page 1, after line 6, to insert:

BENATE, .
r hes and pamphlets, at a rate not exceedin 2
mﬁhm o conttnm KYSlRhIE duru;'ng the fiscal year 1913, 53%050.

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended,
and the amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint
resolution to be read a third time.

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “Joint resolution mak-
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations
for contingent expenses of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives for the fiscal year 1912, and for other purposes.”

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BURNHAM :

A bill (8. 6956) granting a pensiom to John C. Hardy; and

A bill (8. 6957) granting an inerease of pension to James F,
Wyman; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HEYBURN :

<A bill (8. 6958) granting an increase of pension to BE. Alice
Camp; to the Committee on Pensjons.

By Mr. WATSON:

A bill (8. 6959) providing for the honorable discharge of
George W. Tribett (with accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 6960) granting an increase of pension to Jane Lutz
(with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WARREN: .

A bill (8. 6961) granting a pension to Annie Walker Burch;
' to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. STONE:

A bill (8. 6962) for the relief of the heirs of Zimri A. Carter,
deceased; to the Committee on Claims,

4
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By Mr. BACON:

A Dbill (8. 6963) to pay to the heirs of Lieut. Col. John Me-
Intosh, late of MecIntosh County, Ga., certain moneys due for
his services in the War of the American Revolution; to the
Committee on Claims.

AMENDMENTS TO LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment relative to one clerk
at $2,000 in the Nautical Almanac Office who may also act as
or be appointed director of that office, ete., intended to be pro-
posed by him to the legislative, ete., appropriation bill (H. R.
24023), which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

Mr. CULBERSON submitted an amendment proposing to in-
creanse the salary of the assistant clerk to the Committee on
Public Health and National Quarantine from $1,440 per annum
to $1,800 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the
legislative, etc., appropriation bill (H. R. 24023), which was
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

OMNIBUS CLATMS BILL.

Mr. STONE submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation
for payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of
the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts
approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly
known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which was ordered
to lie on the table and be printed.

Mr. GORRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for pay-
ment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the Court
of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts approved
March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the
Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which was ordered to lie on the
table and be printed.

THE METAL SCHEDULE.

Mr. POMERENE submiifed an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 18642) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage
the industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved August 5, 1009, which was ordered to lie on the table and
be printed.

EQUAL SUFFRAGE IN COLORADO (8. DOC. NO. 722).

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I send to the desk a speech delivered
by Congressman Epwarp T. Tavror, of Colorado, in the House
of Representatives April 26, 1912, on the subject of equal suf-
frage in Colorado. I ask that it be printed as a Senate docu-
ment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, an order there-
for will be entered.

LIMITATIONS OF FEDERAL CONTROL t;t)? WATER POWERS (8. DOC. NO.
721).

Mr. ROOT. I ask to have printed as a document an argument
on the limitations of Federal control of water powers, made be-
fore the National Waterwanys Commission by Mr. Rome G.
Brown, of Minneapolis, Minn. There is a great deal of useful
material in it, and I think it will be of very great use to the
Senate in its deliberations.

Mr. WILLIAMS. What was the request of the Senator from
New York? I did not cateh it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New York
restate his request for the benefit of the Senator from Mis-
sissippi?

Mr. ROOT. The discussion is a presentation of the law re-
lating to Federal control of water powers, and is a very illumi-
native and instructive discussion.

Mr, WILLIAMS. By whom wag it compiled?

Mr. ROOT. By Mr. Rome G. Brown, of Minneapolis,

Mr., HEYBURN. Mr. President, is it asked that it be
printed as a Senate document?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. With-
cut objection, an order therefor will be entered.

RECALL OF JUDGES (8. DOC. NO. 723).

Mr. NELSON. I ask to have printed as a Senate document
an article on the recall of judges by John H, Hazelton, a mem-
ber of the New York bar.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
for will be entered.

ST. T.OUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY BRIDGES IN ARKANSAS.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of a bill (8. 6479) to authorize the
St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co. to repair, alter, or rebuild
certain bridges in the State of Arkansas.

Without objection, an order there-

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, on page
2, line 12, after the word “ repealed,” to insert a colon and the
following proviso:

Provided, That this act shall not be construed as legalizing the con-
struction nor as authorizing the reconstruction of the bridge aecross
Saline River as it now exists, but in rebullding said bridge such changes
shall be made therein as the Secretary of War and the Chief of En-
gineers may deem necessary and order In the interest of navigation,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in,

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. DU PONT. I submit a conference report on the Army
appropriation bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read.

The Secretary proceeded to read the conference report.

Mr. CURTIS. Is consideration asked for the measure at
this time?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is being read, and the question
whether it shall be considered will be put after the report
is read.

Mr. SMOOT.
sideration at this time,
lie on the table.

Mr. CURTIS. Let it be printed in the REcorp.

Mr, SMOOT. Let it be printed in the Recorp, so that we may
understand what it is.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the conference
report will go over and it will be printed in the Recorp.

The report is as follows:

I would not like to give consent to its con-
I should like to have it go over and

CONIERENCE REFORT.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
18056) making appropriation for the support of the Army for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recoms-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 6, T,
8, 9, 11, 13, 15, 16, 21, 22, 29, 30, 32, 38, 41, 58, 61, 63, 64, G5, 75,
and 76.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 14, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 34,
80, 39, 44, 47, 49, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 60, and 70, and agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2 and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lien of
the matter proposed in said amendment insert “airships”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lien of
the matter proposed in said amendment insert “airships™;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows:

“In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment insert
the following: : Provided, That hereafter in time of peace
whenever any officer holding a permanent commission with rank
below that of lieutenant colonel shall not have been actually
present for at least two of the last preceding six years in that
branch of the Army in which he shall hold said commission and
with the organization, if any, to which he shall have been as-
signed by competent authority, such officer shall not be de-
tached nor permitted to remain detached from said branch or
from said organization; and all pay and allowances shall be
forfeited by any superior officer for any period during which,
by his order, or with his permission, or by reason of his failure
or negleet to issue or cause to be issued the proper order or
instructions at the proper time, any other officer shall be de-
tached or permitted to remain detached in vieolation of any of
the terms of this proviso: Provided further, That nothing in
the foregoing proviso shall be held to apply in the case of any
officer for such period as shall be actually necessary for him,
after having been relieved from detached service, to join that
branch in which he shall hold a permanent commission and the
organization, if any, to which he shall be assigned by eompetent
authority, nor shall it be held to apply in the case of any officer
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absent temporarily on courts-martial or military boards, or upon
leaves of absence authorized by existing law: And provided
further, That hereafter details to the Ordnance Department may
continue to be made as authorized by existing law, and, in the
discretion of the President, those details, or any of them, now
existing to the Philippine Constabulary need not be terminated
until the 1st day of January, 19138.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 12: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 19
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, after
the word “reenlist,” insert the words * while not over 45 years
of age”; and after the word * Corps,” in the same line, insert

“the words “or Hospital Corps”; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end of
said amendment, after the word “ enlist,” insert the following:
“: And provided further, That nothing in this provision shall be
so construed as to forfeit credit for double time already ac-
crued ”; and the Senate agree to the same. -

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, after
the word “man,” strike out all down to and including the
comma after the word * twelve,” in line 2; and the Senate agree
to the same.
_ Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end
of said amendment, after the word * Panama,” insert the fol-
lowing: “, or Hawaii or Porto Rico™; and the Senate agree to
the same,

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 7 of
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment strike out
the word “an” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ any,” and
in line 8, beginning with the word “ who,” strike out all down to
and including the comma after the word * thereto,” in line 10;
and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter proposed in said amendment insert the following:

“ Equipment of Coast Artillery, armories, Organized Militia :
There is hereby made available, and the same shall remain
available until the end of the fiscal year 1913, the upexpended
balances of any appropriations heretofore made for dummy
guns and mortars; mounts for dummy guns and mortars;
dummy ammunition; loading appliances; range and position
finding equipment; aiming and laying devices; subealiber tubes
and mountings therefor; labor and material necessary to install
dummy guns and mortars; and to provide appliances and devices
for instructional purposes in armory buildings provided by
States for Coast Artillery companies of the Organized Militia.”

And the Senate agree to the same, =

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amount proposed in said amendment insert “ $8,797,080.427;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
amount proposed in said amendment insert “ seven million five
hundred and fifty-seven thousand seven hundred and seventy-
three ”; and the Senate agree fo the same,

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its
diragreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the amount proposed in said amendment insert “one million
eight hundred and eighty-six thousand”; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter proposed by said amendment insert: “: Provided
further, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized, in his discretion, to sell and convey to the State of
Texas, on or before July 1, 1913, for the purposes of a State
tuberculosis sanitarium, the military reservation of Fort Clark,
Tex., or such portion of it as in the judgment of the Secretary

of War may be sold at a price to be fixed by a board of three
appraisers, one of whom shall be designated by the Secretary of
War, one by the governor of Texas, and the third to be agreed
upon by the two appraisers first designated, $1,700,000”; and
the Senate agree to the same. :

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and
in lien of the matter proposed in said amendment insert the
following :

“Provided, That a commission to consist of Lieut. Gens.
Samuel B. M. Young and Arthur MacArthur, retired, and Maj.
Gens, George M. Randall, Jesse M. Lee, and Charles F. Hum-
phrey, retired, and two members of the Committee on Military
Affairs of the Senate, who shall be designated by the President
of the Senate, and two members of the Committee on Military
Affairs of the House of Representatives, who shall be designated
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, is hereby
created to consider and report to the Senate and House of
Representatives on or before the 1st day of January, 1913, upon
the location and distribution of military posts which are re-
quired within the continental limits of the United States for
the proper accommodation, instruction, and training of the
Army, but not including Coast Artillery posts and troops. The
commission shall make recommendations, giving reasons in de-
tail therefor, as to which of the existing posts shall be retained
or abandoned, and of those recommended to be retained which,
if any, shall be enlarged, and to what extent. In all of its rec-
ommendations the commission shall have due regard for the
proper distribution of the different arms of the service as de-
termined by strategic, sanitary, and economical considerations,
and by the relations which should be maintained by the Regular
Army with the Organized Militia and the public at large, and
taking into consideration the number of troops which may be
stationed in Hawail and the Canal Zone. The commission
shall meet upon the call of the chairman, who shall be the senior
lieutenant general on the commission, at the earliest practicable
date, and proceed to the execution of the work of the commis-
sion in such manner as the commission may determine. Prior
to the rendition of the report hereinbefore required it shall be
the duty of the Secretary of War to aunthorize the commence-
ment of no new posts within the continental limits of the
United States and to preserve and maintain in the same man-
ner as at the time of the passage of this act all posts now in
existence which are liable to enlargement or retention, accord-
ing to the terms of this act. Actnal and necessary expenses of
the commission shall be paid out of the contingent funds of
the Senate and House of Representatives, respectively and
equally.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the amount proposed in sald amendment insert “ten million
eight hundred and fifty thousand”; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
amount proposed in said amendment insert “ eight hundred and
forty-five thousand six hundred ”; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 14
of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, be-
ginning with the words “Provided further,” strike out all down
to and including the colon, after the word “acres,” in line 28;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter proposed in said amendment inserf the following:
“: Provided, That not exceeding $1,000 of the sum herein ap-
propriated, together with the unexpended balance, which is
hereby reappropriated, of the appropriation in the Army ap-
propriation act approved March 3, 1911, for the Improvement
of the Crow Creek or Fort D. A. Russell Target and Maneuver
Reservation, Wyo., may be expended by the Secretary of War,
in his discretion, in the acguirement by purchase or condemna-
tion proceedings of certain tracts of land required for the
maneuvering of troops and other military purposes lying within
the limits of the aforesaid reservation™; and the Senate agree
to the same. 3

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5O,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
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of the amount proposed in said amendment insert “five hun-
dred ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the amount proposed in said amendment insert “ $5,000,000 " ;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 57,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the amount proposed in said amendment insert * §$300,-
11830 7; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 59,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the amount proposed in said amendment insert * eight
hundred ”; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the amount proposed in said amendment insert *one hun-
dred and fifty 7 ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the amount proposed in said amendment insert “ ome mil-
lion ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 67,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines
1 and 2 of said amendment strike out the words “ National
Guard or”; and in line 3 strike out the words * National Guard
or”; and in lien of the amount proposed at the end of said
amendment insert “$100,000”; and the Senate agree to the
same,

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the
end of line 6 of the matter proposed to be inserted by said
amendment, after the words “may be,” insert the words
“ hereafter specifically”; and in line 7 strike out the word
“law” and insert in lien thereof the word “ Cengress”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the matter proposed by said amendment insert:

“ 8ec. 2. That hereafter all enlistments in the Army shall be
made for the term of four years, and for all enlistments here-
after accomplished four years shall be counted as an enlistment
period in computing continuous-service pay.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Change the
numerical designation of section 4 so as to read “ See. 3,” and
restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by this amend-
ment, with amendments as follows: After the word “rank,” in
line 30 of the amendment, strike out the period and the word
“go” and insert “: Provided, That when a permanent officer is
promoted he shall take the relative rank of the officers in the
grade to which he is promoted which he Leld as indicated in the
relative rank of the Army on the Army Register of 1912: Pro-
vided. further, That so”; and after the word “occurred,” in
line 37, strike out the period and the word “the’ and insert
“: Provided further, That on and after the 1st day of January,
1017, any vacancies occeurring among officers of the Quarter-
master Corps with rank above that of colonel may, in the dis-
cretion of the President, be filled by selection from among offi-
cers who shall have served by detail in said corps for not less
than four years: Provided further, That the”; and after the
word “Provided,” in line 44, strike out the comma and the word
“That” and insert “ further, That no details to fill vacancies
in the grade of colonel in the Quartermaster Corps shall be made
until the number of officers of that grade shall have been re-
duced by 3, and thereafter the number of officers in that grade
shall not exceed 12; and no details to fill vacancies in the grade
of lieutenant colonel in the Quartermaster Corps shall be made
until the number of officers of that grade shall have been
reduced by 3, and thereafter the number of officers in that grade
shall not exceed 18; and”; in line 48, strike out the word
“forty-six " and insert in lieu thereof the word “ forty-eight” ;
in line 52, after the words “one hundred,” insert “and two”:
in line 68, after the word “perform,” insert *, but such regi-

mental, battalion, and squadron quartermasters and commis-
saries shall not be required to receipt for any money or property
which does not perfain to their respective regiments, battalions,
or squadrons, and they shall not be separated from the organiza-
tions to which they belong *; in line 75, after the words “ major
general,” insert “ during the service as such of the first incum-
bent of the office, and thereafter the rank of brigadier general ”;
in line §1, after the word “ first,” strike out the word “ vacancy "
and insert “ two vacancies”; in line 84, after the word “ occur,”
sirike out the words * that vacancy " and insert “ those vacan-
cies”; in line 85, after the word “the,” strike out the words
“yacancy occurs” and insert “vacancies occur”; and at the
end of the amendment, after the word “law,” in line 90, insert
“: Provided further, That for the purpose of carrying into
effect the provisions of this section the Presidemnt is hereby
authorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of
the Senate, the major general herein provided for immediately
upon the passage of this act, and it shall be the duty of the
said major general, under direction of the President and the
Secretary of War, to put into effect the provisions of this sec-
tion not less than GO days after the passage of this act™; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Change the
numerical designation of section 5 so as to read “ Sec. 4, and
restore the matter proposed to be stricken ount by this amend-
ment, amended as follows: In line 9, after the comma which
follows the words “rate clerks,” insert “civil-service em-
ployees and ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the matter proposed in said amendment insert the following:

“ Spc. 5. That hereafter, except in time of war or when war
is imminent, no officer who shall have served four years as
Chief of Staff shall be eligible for further service as Chief of
Staff until after he shall have served for at least two years
with the line of the Army; neither shall any officer, after the
Sth day of March, 1913, be detailed, nor be permitted to
serve, as Chief of Staff unless he shall have served at least 10
years as a commissioned officer of the line of the Army in
grades below that of brigadier general, and the General Staff
Corps shall hereafter consist of 2 general officers, one of whom
shall be Chief of Staff, 3 colonels, 4 lieuténant colonels, 8
majors, and 10 captains or first lieutenants, all of whom shall
be detailed from the Army at large in the manner and for the
periods provided by law, and hereafter details to the General
Staff Corps, excepting the two general officers, shall be subject
to the provisions of section 27 of the act of Congress approved
February 2, 1901, entitled “An act to increase the efficiency of
the permanent military establishment of the United States.”
All officers of the line of the Army now detailed for service in
any staff corps, or department, or in the-General Staff Corps,
shall be relieved from duty in said corps at the expiration of
their present periods of detail, or sooner if the President shall
s0 direct, and all officers hereafter detailed for service in the
staff corps, departmentsy and General Staff Corps shall be re-
lieved therefrom at the expiration of four years of such service,
or sooner if the President shall so direct, and no officer who
shall have served for four years under detail in any staff
corps, or department, or the General Staff Corps, shall be
eligible for further service therein until after he shall have
served at least two years with the branch of the Army in
which commissioned, except in time of war or when war is
imminent: Provided, That hereafter when any officer shall,
under the provisions of section 26 of the act of Congress ap-
proved February 2, 1901, be appointed to an office with rank
above that of colonel, his appointment fo said office and his
acceptance of the appointment shall create a vacancy in the
arm, staff corps, or staff department, from which he shall be
appointed, and said vacancy shall be filled in the manner pre-
scribed by existing Iaw, but he shall retain in said arm, staff
corps, or staff department the same relative position that he
would have held if he had not been appointed to said office, and
he shall return to said relative position upon the expiration of
his appointment to said office, unless he shall be reappointed
thereto. If under the operation of this proviso the number of
officers of any particular grade in any arm, staff corps, or staff
department shall at any time exceed the number authorized hy
law, no vacancy occurring in said grade shall be filled until
after the total number of officers therein shall have been re-
duced to the number authorized by law.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74,
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu
of the matter proposed by said amendment insert:

“8rc. 6. That hereafter the service of a cadet who may here-
after be appointed to the Unifed States Military Academy or
to the Naval Academy shall not be counted in computing for
any purpose the length of service of any officer of the Army.”

And the Senate agree to, the same,

Renumber the two sections at the end of the bill, so as to
read “Sec. T” and “ Sec. 8,” instead of “Sec. 8” and “Vec. 9.”

H. A. pu PoxT,

F. E. WARREN,

MurrHY J. FOSTER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

James Hay,
Jaumes L. SLAYDEN,
. Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. LODGE. The report involves new legislation, which the
Senate has never examined, and I ask, as a matter of con-
venience, that a print be made in bill form, showing the bill
as it passed the Senate and the bill as reported from conference
in parallel columns or in parallel pages for the convenienee of
the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
80 ordered.

In the absence of objection it is

LAWS OF PORTO RICO (8. DOC. No. 720).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read, ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper,
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

As required by section 19 of the act of Congress approved
‘April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenue
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,”
I transmit herewith a copy of the journal of the executive coun-
cil of Porto Rico for the second session of the extraordinary
session of the sixth legislative assembly, 1912.

War, H. Tarr.

Tue WaiTe HousE, May 27, 1912.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS,

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had ap-
proved and signed the following acts:

On May 20, 1912:

§,2924, An act to amend “An aect to regulate the height of
buildings in the District of Columbia,” approved June 1, 1910,

On May 27, 1912:

S. 2298, An act to establish Ashtabula, Ohio, a subport of
entry in the customs collection district of Cuyahoga, Ohio, and
for other purposes;

§.6160. An act to authorize the Great Northern Railway Co.
to construct a bridge across the Missouri River in the State of
North Dakota; g

§.6161. An act to authorize the Great Northern Railway Co.
to construct a bridge across the Yellowstone River in the county
of Dawson, State of Montana; -

§.6472. An act to aunthorize the Secretary of the Treasury to
sell certain land fo the First Baptist Church of Plymouth,
Mass.; and

§.5624. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

BTATISTICS OF CORPORATIONS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read.

The Secretary rend Senate resolution No. 321, submitted by
Mr. Hitcucock on the 25th instant, as follows:

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereb%. requested to send
to the Senate a compilation of the returns made by the corporations
for internal-revenue purposes for the year 1911, so arranged as to
show the followini; facts:

First. The total number of corporations en‘glﬁed in the iron and
gteel industry; the total aggregate amount of their pald up capital
stock outstanding; the total aggregate amount of their bonded and
other indebtedness; the total regate amount of their gross income ;
the total aggregate amount of their ordinary necessary expenses of
maintenance and operation, exclusive of interest; the total a ate
amount of their losses for the year not covered by insurance; the total
aggregate amount of their depreciation for the year; the total aggre-

te amount of the interest paid by them on their indebtedness; the
otal aggregate amount of taxes pald during the year to the United
States and to any State or Territory thereof; the total aggregate
amount of foreign taxes pald; the total aggregate amount recelved
by way of dividends upon stock of other corporations, joint-stock com-
panies, and associations subject to Federal tax; the total aggregate
amount of their net income,

Second. The same compilation of statistics of corporations ernt%nged
in other metal, manufacturing, and mining industries cove by
Schedule C of the tariff act of August 5, 1909.

Third. The same compilation of statistics of corporations
inlthe vLaolﬁz: industry. = : 3 poresiony owamt
Fourth. The same compilation of statistics of corporations engaged
in the cotton industry. o i
Fifth. The same compilation of statistics of corporations engaged in

the sugar—reﬂnlng industry, except beet su%nr.
Sixth. The same compilation of statistics of corporations engaged

in the beet-sugar industry.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, my reason for introducing
this resolution is to procure exact information, even though it
be from a prejudiced source, which shall show under oath the
amount of capital invested in the particular industry asking
this Congress to continue the high protective tariff which has
been in force for a number of years and the amount of profit
that industry has made.

Mr. President, here is rather a remarkable situation.. We
have an average tariff of something iike 35 per cent, as I recall
it, for the “ protection,” so called, of the iron and steel industry
of the United States. Upon the Republican theory this tariff
is for the purpose of enabling the iron and steel manufacturers
of the United States to compete in the United States with the
foreign iron and steel manufacturers who might be disposed to
sell their products here. Yet the fact is that the iron and
steel manufacturers of the United States to-day produce in the
leading products of the iron and steel industry more than Great
Britain produces, more than Germany produces, more than
France produces, and more than all those great countries com-
bined produce. Nevertheless, the representatives of the Repub-
lican Party in Congress, notwithstanding the gigantic size of
that industry, have taken the position that it still must be
coddled and protected and that at this Congress not a single
schedule shall be reduced a single per cent.

Mr. President, when the bill passed the House of Representa-
tives and was sent to the Senate I had hopes that there would
be some one of the dominant party upon the Committee on
Finance who would be willing to report some bill for the modifi-
cation of this tariff. Instead of doing so, however, the Repub-
lican majority has contented itself with reporting against any
revision of the iron and steel schedule. They have done this
notwithstanding the fact that the American manufacturers now
enjoy a practical monopoly of the iron and steel market in the
United States, and on top of that the manufacturers can and
do send to foreign countries $230,000,000 worth of iron and
steel products every year.

In other words, the present tariff is sufficient not only to keep
out anything but a small importation of iron and steel products
from abroad, but the condition of the industry in the United
States is such that our manufacturers were able last year to
manufacture and sell $230,000,000 worth of their products in
other countries in competition with the world. Any reasonable
man might conclude from that that if they could sell those prod-
uets in other countries in competition with the world they do
not need the great protection provided by the present law.

I was a good deal interested in the statement made by the
Senator from JTowa [Mr. Cumwmins] in attempting to take a
fair position from the Republican standpoint and in attempt-
ing to show to his associates on the Republican side that even
on the Republican theory the present tariff is excessive. The
Senator from Iowa declared it as his opinion that this protected
iron and steel industry is now exacting of the American people
$100,000,000 more than it should charge for the products which
it makes, and the Senator from Iowa makes that estimate upon
the basis largely of his own investigation and also upon the
basis of the annual statement of profits, as I understand i,
made by the great Steel Trust.

I am glad the Senator from Iowa has been fair enough to
make that statement. I believe, however, it is far too moderate.
I believe that if the iron and steel business of the United
States amounts, as has been stated, to three thousand million
dollars a year it is not unreasonable to say that those manu-
facturees are charging the American people 10 per cent in ex-
cess of what they would charge without the tariff or should
charge to make a fair profit even from the Republican stand-
point; and 10 per cent on three thousand million dollars would
be $300,000,000 a year exacted from the American people in
excess of the prices which they should charge for thelr goods.

We know from the figures presented by the Steel Trust that
it controls only about 60 per cent of the iron and steel business,
We know that the net profits of that corporation for the past
10 years have been $789,000,000, and we know from the admis-
sion made by the Senator from Iowa that all the capital invested
in that corporation 10 years ago was less than $700,000,000.
In other words, during the last 10 years that single corporation,
with an investment of less than $700,000,000 has taken nearly
$£800,000,000 of profits out of the business at the expense of the
American people and has, besides its original investment, a sur-
plus to-day of $344,000,000 accumulated out of profits,
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Mr. President, I believe it would be within reason to say, and
almost susceptible of proof by a careful examination of the
profits of all classes of the privileged capital of the United States,
that the exactions from the American people at this time of all
the protected industries over and above a fair profit exceed a
thousand million dollars a year. That is to say, that with the
“capital invested in these protected industries which are given
a practical monopoly of the American market by the laws of the
United States those corporations are exacting from the American
people at least one thousand million dollars more than they
should exact to secure a fair profit on their investments.

Now, what is the effect of these exactions, Mr. President?
As we know, the first effect is the multiplying of millionaires
in the country. During the last 25 years we have seen an
era during which the number of millionaires has increased
beyond the experience of the United States and beyond the ex-
perience of the whole world. We have seen our business come
into a form of imperialism, and we have seen created such a
disparity of wealth as the world has never known even in
monarchical countries. The effect is not only to centralize the
wealth in the hands of a comparatively few, but it is to in-
tensify the struggle for existence among the industrial classes,
and not only among the industrial classes, but among those who
labor for fixed salaries, among those who have limited incomes,
among the workers of the United States. In spite of the
figures which were produced here by the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Satoor] showing the growing wealth of the United States,
it is easy to point to the statistics of recent yenrs and show
that there has been a constant tendency during the last quarter
of a century to intensify the struggle for existence among those
who must work to live.

We see this in many ways. We see it in the constant strikes.
During the last 25 years in the United States there have been
something like 36,756 strikes, 40 per cent of them by men who
felt under the necessity to have higher wages. We have seen
during that time over 6,000,000 of the workers of the United
States participate in strikes. These strikes have been due, aswe
all know, to the constant increase in the cost of living, the con-
stantly rising tide of necessary expenditures caused by ex-
cessive profits of privileged tariff-protected capital.

We have seen during that time another influence of tariff
legislation; we have seen a premium put upon the industrial
enterprises; we have seen a blight put upon the agricultural
growth of the country. During the last 25 years, as we all
know, there has been a great increase in the urban population.
Every census shows a larger per cent of city population and a
smaller per cent of agricultural or country population. Why is
it? It is because the agriculture of the country has been taxed
for the purpose of building up these industrial centers, and that
constant burden upon agriculture and that premium upon city
growth have been developed until we have seen the figures grow
to astonishing proportions.

Let me put this in a nutshell. In 20 years the increase of
population of the United States has been 30 per cent. New
York increased 50 per cent, Pennsylvania 51 per cent, Massa-
chusetts 50 per cent, Rhode Island G0 per cent, all of them
manufacturing centers. The premium that has been put upon
the manufacturing industries of the country, the inducement
that was given to people to go into those industrial pursuits
resulted in this enormous increase of those industrial States,
those States where great industries are located.

How has it been in the agricultural States of the country?
It is not so very many years ago that Horace Greeley said to
the young men, “Go West and grow up with the country.”
Let me show you how the West has been growing. During
the same period that the United States increased 30 per cent
and the manufacturing States of the Union about 50 per cent
in population, Iowa—the great agricultural State of Iowa—in-
creased but 16 per cent; my own State, Nebraska, increased
12 per cent; Kansas increased 18 per cent. Those three rep-
resentative agricultural States were practically stunted, prac-
tieally blighted in their development because of the burden
placed upon their chief occupation, agriculture, for the benefit
of the manufacturing industries of the East,

Mr. President, we might not complain if the benefits of that
industrial development came to all alike; but we all know that
that is not so. We all know that in those industries in the
East, privileged by law under the so-called protective tariff, the
effect has been to yield enormous dividends to the invested cap-
ital, and on top of that, enormous dividends on pretended cap-
ital that was not Invested. The captains of industry have
not stopped at claiming a return upon the money that they in-
vested, but they have resorted to absolute fraud, to a confidence
game upon the American people, by watering their stock and

by insisting on paying enormous dividends upon stock that
cost them not a penny.

So, Mr. President, I have introduced this resolution for the
purpose of securing from the President of the United States a
statement of what these iron and steel industries claim to be
their invested capital and what they admit their profits were
lagt year, as shcwn by their tax reports. Before the resolution
is put to a vote, I shall ask to modify it so as to also include the
year 1910. I do this because the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. OLiver] has called attention to the fact, by the newspaper
clipping which he published in the RRecorp, that the year 1911
was a far less prosperous year for the iron and steel manu-
facturers of the counfry than the year 1910, and, for that
reason, was probably not an average showing of the profits of
those concerns.

But right here, Mr. President, let me call the attention of my
Republican friends to this Tact, which is shown by the clipping
which the Senator from Pennsylvania has put into the Recorp,
It shows the utter folly of the Republican attempt to measure
the protective tariff by the difference between the cost of manu-
facturing in this country and abroad, including also a margin
of profit. The last Republican platform declared that the
proper principle of protection should be to have a tariff high
enough to compensate the American manufacturers for the dif-
ference between the cost of manufacture in this country and in
other countries and to also guarantee them a reasonable profit.
It so happens that the eclipping which the Senator from Penn-
sylvania has put into the Recorp reveals the utter impossibility
of fixing the cost in the United States, because it shows such a
variation between the cost of manufacturing iron and steel
products in various American plants. For instance, his state-
ment shows that the Bethlehem Steel Co. made a profit of $3.40
a ton; it shows that the Cambria Steel Co. during the same
year made a profit of $3.50 a ton; that the Lackawanna Steel
Co, made a profit of 11 cents a ton; that the United States
Steel Co. made a profit of $5.82 a ton; and that the Pennsyl-
vania Steel Co. made a profit of $1.38 a ton. How shall the
tariff be adjusted? Shall it be adjusted so as to enable the
Lackawanna Steel Co. to make what it calls a fair profit, or
shall it be adjusted so as to enable the United States Steel Co.
to make a fair profit? They are far apart, and the figures
themselves afford a convineing proof that to fix the American
tariff for the purpose of guaranteeing to all manufacturers of a
certain product a fair profit is practically impeossible.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska is
assuming that the profits of the United States Steel Corpora-
tion are the ordinary manufacturing profits of the steel busi-
ness. He must bear in mind that the profits of the United
States Steel Corporation are the aceumulation of a great num-
ber of profits, embracing not only several kinds of manufactur-
ing profits, several steps in the way of manufacturing profits,
but also the profits of transportation lines and the profits of
merchandising, which do not ordinarily come under the head
of manufacturing profits, The United States Steel Corporation
is a jobber, as well as a manufacturer; and where the ordinary
steel manufacturer producing merchant wares sells to the job-
bing merchant, the United States Steel Corporation gets down
closer to the consumer, and thereby acquires the jobbing profit
as well. Some, at least, of the other large corporations men-
tioned in the list to which the Senator has referred are simply
manufacturers. They do not embrace as many manufacturing
profits as the United States Steel Corporation; their list of
profits does mot include any transportation profits, and prac-
tieally no merchandising profits.

While I am on the floor, Mr. President, I should like to ask
the Senator from Nebraska what he would consider a fair re-
turn upon the actual eapital invested for a corporation engaged
in a business which involves the various risks that steel manu-
facturing involves? I would merely like to get his ideas on
that proposition.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, if the powerful Govern-
ment of the United States under the control of the dominant
party proposes to guarantee profits, those guaranteed profits
should be no larger than any guaranteed bond or any guaranteed
stock, and the Senator from Pennsylvania well knows that
such profits would not exceed 5, 6, or 7 per cent. But what I
charge upon the companies for whom the Senator speaks is this,
that they have been compelled

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, T want the Senator to under-
stand that I speak for no corporation, and I do not want him to
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place me in the position of being an advocate on the floor of the
Senate of any corporation, I am speaking for the working
people of the United Btates, to whom accrues the benefit of
the protective tariff, and not as the advocate of any corporation
or any set of corporations.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will change the statement and say, then,
that I charge that the corporations, in whose interest the pro-
tective tariff has been framed and for whose benefit it has been
maintained, and who by campaign centributions have supported
the party which has kept it for them—I charge that those corpo-
rations have not only attempted to earn dividends upon the real
capital invested, but that they have injected a great amount of
fraudulent capital and have been attempting to pay dividends
upon that fraudulent capital, which had no existence whatever,
but on which they have continued to pay dividends at the
expense of the American people by charging exorbitant prices
for their goods. :

Mr. President, I repudiate the idea that the tariff as main-
tained has been for the benefit of the laboring classes. I charge
that the protected industries pay lower wages to their employees
than do the unprotected industries of the United States; I
charge that there have been more strikes in the protected indus-
tries than there have been in the other industries of the United
States; I charge that the protected industries, particularly the
iron and steel industry, have been particularly outrageous in
the extent to which they have oppressed their employees. The
Steel Trust, whose great business is in the State represented by
the Senator from Pennsylvania, has been convicted of working
50,000 of its men excessive hours; it has been convicted of
working those men 12 hours a day and 7 days a week until
the public has been oufraged. That great trust has been con-
vieted of having crushed out labor organizations in order that it
might grind the individual laborer.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska
vield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says that there have been
more strikes in the protected industries in the United States
than in others. Have there been any more serious strikes in
the United States than in Great Britain, a free-trade country?

Mr, HITCHCOCK. Most of the strikes in Great Britain have
been in the transportation companies in recent years.

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But the fact is that in the industries of
Great Britain labor is allowed to organize and that the strikes
which have been called there have been called by organized
labor, while the strikes in this country in the protected in-
dustries have, as a rule, been forced by exactions on unor-
ganized employees. I call the Senater’s attention to the strike
two years ago in the great Bethlehem steel plant, where some
9,000 men were employed. What was the cause of that strike?
It was due to the fact that the company was forcing the men
to work on Sundays; forcing them to work 12 hours a day;
driving them like slaves, and prohibiting them from having or-
ganizations for their own protection. In England men in the
big industries work 54 hours a week, which is far below the
average in America.

Mr. GALLINGER. The testimony taken by the Committee
on Finance shows that in the limited number of cases where
nien have worked 12 hours a day they wanted to work 12 hours
a day; and it further shows that, in deference to a popular
sentiment, which I think is proper—and I join in it; and I said
go to the witnesses—they are, as fast as they can, eliminating
that condition.

Now, the Senator says that the strikes in Great Britain have
been in matters of transportation. The Senator is familiar
with the great coal strike in Great Britain and with the textile
strikes in Great Britain, if he has kept well informed on current
affairs, as I judge he has. He is not ignorant of those facts.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have said that the larger strikes in re-
cent years in Great Dritain have been upon transportation
companies, There have been strikes in Great Britain, strikes
in Germany, strikes in France, but the fact is that the indus-
trial classes in Great Britain are more content than they
formerly were, and the fact is that the immigration which
formerly came from Great Britain to the United States in large
numbers, because industrial opportunities were greater in this
country, has fallen to one-half of what it formerly was; and the
only large immigration which we get from Europe at the
present time comes, not from Great Britain, not from Germany,
not from France, because the industrial classes in those coun-
tries are content to stay at home, but it comes from the other
less-favored countries of Europe, and is induced very largely by

the protected industries in this country, which use that labor
when it gets here to the exclusion of American labor.

Mr. GALLINGER. And yet the Senator knows that in Great
Britain the laboring man is getting but 50 per cent of the wage
paid the laboring man in this country.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I know that the laboring man in Great
Britain, with a much lower cost of living, as is shown by the
fact that he stays at home, is content with his plight, rather
than to come to the United States.

Mr., GALLINGER. They are immigrating to Canada by the
tens and hundreds of thousands. :

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I know that the laboring men in the iron
and steel industries of Great Britain work only 54 hours a
week, while a large per cent of the men in the iron and steel
industries in the United States work from 72 to 84 hours a
week,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is not a fair state-
ment. The Senator may say that a small proportion, an infini-
tesimal proportion, of those men work 12 hours a day; but some
of them work only 4 or 5 hours a day. It isall in the testimony.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I can give the Senator some testimony.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator knows that in Great Britain
there are now 100,000 men on strike,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. At Bethlehem the result as ascertained
by the investigation of agents of the United States developed
{hese facts: Out of 9,184 employees, 2,322 worked 12 hours a
day for 7 days a week; 2,233 worked 12 hours a day for 6 days
a week. Ninety-nine per cent worked over 10 hours a day and
29 per cent worked 7 days a week—practical slavery.

Not only that, but this great industry, maintained at the ex-
pense of the American people, which asks for this protection
for the benefit, so called and so pretended, of its American
labor, employs 60 per cent of its employees from those born in
foreign countries. This indusiry chooses to employ only, or
at least chiefly, newly arrived immigrants who are willing to
work long hours at low pay.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if he is willing
to join in a propaganda to prohibit those people from coming
to this country?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What people?

Mr. GALLINGER. The people the Senator alludes to—the
foreigners to whom the Senator has referred to in that state
ment as being employed in that industry.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am in favor of an immigration law not
much different from what we have at present. But I do say it
is a false pretense for the smug and smuck capitalists to come
to Congress for protection to labor when they chose the cheapest
labor they can introduce in this country.

Mr, GALLINGER. Does the Senator seriously think these men
can be displaced and Americans be induced fo take their places?

Mr. HFTCHCOCEK. American labor, foreign or naturalized,
originally had those places. They were displaced by immi-
grants whom manufacturers could lure here and then oppress.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator know of any American
laborers now out of employment who formerly had those em-
ployments?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Pennsylvania had its iron mills nearly
100 years ago. For many years they were worked by Americans,
and now 60 per cent of the labor is foreign born, and practi-
cally all of it is without the self-protection of organization.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator really think that the
iron mills of Pennsylvania could now be manned by American
laboring men?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will answer that by saying, that so long
as they pay 18 cents an hour for labor, it is not likely that
American labor, whether native born or naturalized, will accept
the positions, and as long as they will not permit the laborers to
be organized Americans will not work in those mills.

Now, I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire thaf
5,638 of the 9,100 laborers in the Bethlehem mills receive less
than 18 cents an hour for their labor.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator knows that that is the mini-
mum wage, and it applies only to the men who come here utterly
unskilled. :

Mr, HITCHCOCK. Of the 9,084 employees 5,508 receive less
than 18 cents an hour.

Mr. GALLINGER. They were unskilled.

Mr., HITCHCOCK. I do not know.

Mr. GALLINGER. Why do they come here and not go back
to their own countries if they are laboring under these deplor-
able conditions? There are steamships running to Italy and
other countries from which they came, and if they are so ter-
ribly downtrodden—they have been sending home thousands and
thousands of dollars every year—why do they not go back?
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Mr. STONE. I should like to answer that question.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator from Missouri,

Mr. STONE. In answer to the Senafor’s question, Why do
they come? I will say because inducements have been held out
to them.

Mr. GALLINGER. By whom?

Mr. STONE. By the iron and steel manufacturers.

Mr. GALLINGER. Is there testimony to that effect?

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir; there is testimony to that effect.

Mr. SMOOT., Mr. President——

Mr. STONE. There is testimony from the manufacturers
themselves, The laboring men go off a ship and direct to some
works. :

Mr. GALLINGER. TInstead of sending their money home
by the million of dollars, they could use the money to go home
if their condition here were as deplorable as it is depicted.

Mr. OLIVER. Anybody who knows anything about modern
steel manufacture in the larger lines knows that a very large
proportion of the labor used in that line of manufacture is ab-
solutely unskilled labor, because the whole theory of modern
steel manufacture and practice lies in substituting machinery
for man, and the man is only the tender of the machine, Any
person who will go to one of these great establishments and
watch its operations will see that there are very few excep
tions to this rule. These unskilled men are not kept continu-
ously at work. They work by spells. In the operation, they
work by heats. The heat comes out only once in four hours,
and it requires very hard and trying work of the entire force
for a comparatively short time. In the intervals they have
spells to rest. In the casting department or the open-hearth
department it is the same way, The men lay off and rest. It
does not amount to 12 hours a day at one machine, and the men
who receive these lower rates of wages necessarily form the
majority in number of men about the establishment.

Senators in discussing this question ought to be fair. There
is no such undue oppression and there is no such slavery as
have been charged in the debate upon this subjeet.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do.

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say to the Senator from
Missouri that if he has evidence showing that inducements have
been offered to these immigrants to come here, it is against the
law, and if he will put the evidence in the possession of the
district attorney the guilty persons will be prosecuted. The law
was much improved in that respect by the measure that was
passed for that purpose, against which the Senator from Mis-
sonri voted.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President—

- The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair).
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from
Missonri?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield.

Mr, STONE. I have no evidence from the mouth of any em-
ployer that any organized effort was made in Europe to bring
workmen to this country. They denied that. They might well
deny it, for confessing would subject them to prosecution, as
indicated by the Senator from Massachusetts, for violating
the law.

But I have evidence in the record that is before me now
on my desk that thousands of men have come across the sea
in ships from southern Europe and landed and went from the
port where they landed directly to the establishment and entered
into employment.

Mr. GALLINGER. They were in search of employment, and
they went where they thought they could get it.

Mr. STONE. I should like to know how these men coming
gnm Europe knew just where to go when they landed in New

ork.

Mr. LODGE and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair,

Mr. STONE. I did not ask the President pro tempore to
answer. I asked Senpitors here to answer how these people get
off the boat, take a train, and go directly to the works unless
they know they will there find employment?

Mr. LODGE. I do not want to interrupt any further the
Senator’s speech, but that has been investigated and the facts
are in testimony. They come here by reason of the fact that
their relatives and friends, now in employment here, write them
that they can here earn more money. But if there is any evi-
dence of any inducement offered by any employer, that em-
Dloyer becomes subject to the law. The purpose of the bill just
passed is to strengthen that part of the law. The immigrants
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come here through their friends and relatives. It is all in the
testimony.

Mr. STONE. The Senator says there is no evidence——

Mr. LODGE. I did not say there was no evidence. The
Senator from Missouri said there was no evidence, after having
said there was.

Mr. STONE. I do not say that. I said that no employer
had ever admitted that he had ever violated the law.

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator think we must wait until the
employer has confessed before we can conviet him?

Mr. STONE. No; I do not think so.

Mr, LODGE. If there is any evidence, it is the Senator's
duty, as it is that of any other law-abiding citizen, to lay it
before the district attorney.

Mr. STONE. There is more than one kind of evidence. You
need not have the confession from the lips of the employer who
had made a contract or offered some inducement to immigrants
in Europe to come here and enter into his employ. I should
like to know if the circumstances are not almost beyond con-

| tradiction that there are some secret arrangement, when the

proof is that six or eight thousand men in the employment of a
single manufacturing establishment have come from Europe
and gone directly to that establishment and entered into its
employ. It is remarkable that they should come without somo
kind of inducement being offered. There is a cirecumstantial
fact, convincing to my mind, that there was an inducement
offered and that they left Europe to come to that very employ-
ment.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. STONE. For a question.

Mr. GALLINGER. If it is just a question, certainly. Does
not the Senator from Missouri think these steamship companies
who are inducing these people to come here have information
as to where they can get employment? The captains of these for-
eign ships, which the Senator always seems to favor in prefer-
ence to the American merchant marine—

My, STONE. I do not care to go into the guestion of the
merchant marine, and the Senator’'s statement is an unfair state-
ment as to my position and is an inaceurate statement.

Mr. GALLINGER. While I think my statement was accu-
rate, I will withdraw that part of it. Does not the Senator
think that foreign steamships have been inducing these people
to come here?

Mr. STONE. I do not know what agencies are employed. I
say the fact that six or eight thousand men have come from
Europe and gone directly from the landing point——

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at one time,

Mr. STONE. I did not say at one time.

Mr. GALLINGER. If a hundred eame to-day, could not they
communicate with another hundred as to their chances of em-
ployment here, and do they not actually do this?

Mr. STONE. There is no such happy industrial condition in
that particular industry as would, it seems to me, induce men
to write their relatives to come,

Mr. GALLINGER. But the fact is that they do write asking
them to come.

Mr. STONE. It may be there have been letters, but when I
find that at that particular establishment these conditions dis-
closed by this testimony, of the men receiving salaries scarcely
enough to live on and working from 10 to 12 hours a day, fre-
quently 76 hours a week, getting barely enough on which to
maintain a family, I hesitate to believe there has been a great
flood of letters from Bethlehem to Europe inviting those kins-
men to enjoy the prosperity there prevailing.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am rather surprised to hear the state-
ment made by the Senator from Pennsylvania that a very small
proportion of these men are required to work those long hours.
Let me read what was officially reported after the Government
investigation was made:

During May, 1910, the period covered by thils investigation, 50,000
or 20 per cent, of the 173,000 employees of blast furnaces and steei
works and rolling mills covered by this report customarily worked T
days per week, and 20 per cent of them worked 84 hours or more per
week, which, in effect, means a 12-hour working day every day in the
week, including Sunday. The evil of T-day work was particularly
accentuated by the fact developed in the investigation that the 7-day
working week was not confined to the blast-furnace department, where

there is a metallurgical necessity for continuous operation, and in which
department 88 per cent of the employees worked 7 days a week, but it
was also found that to a considerable extent in other departments,
where no such metallurgical necessity can be claimed, productive work
was carrled on on Bunday just as on other days of the week. For
example, in some establishments the Bessemer converters, the open-
hearth furnaces, and blooming, rail, and structural miils were found
operating 7 days a week for commercial reasons only.
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It was not confined to the blast furnaces, as the Senator from
Pennsylvania said. s

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do for a question. I should like to go
on and complete my remarks,

Mr. OLIVER. I gimply want to explain that I did not claim
that the seven days' work was confined to blast furnaces. It is
just as necessary to a eertain extent in the open-hearth processes
as in blast furnaces.

I further say, Mr. President, that T do not want to be con-
gidered as standing here and defending unnecessary Sunday
work, and wherever it is found to be unnecessary, as it is un-
necessary in the rolling-mill department and in the Bessemer
department, I will be found as heartily condemning it as the
Senator from Nebraska.

I beg the Senator's pardon for interrupting him.

Mr. BORAH, Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do.

Mr. BORAH. May I interrupt the Senator long enough to
quote a paragraph or two from the report of the stockholders
of the United States Steel Corporation with reference to this
particular subject?

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. I shall be very glad to have the Senafor
do =o.

Mr. BORAH. It ought to be a fair statement of the situa-
tion. It is quite in accord with the statements which were
made by the Bureau of Commerce and Labor In regard to this
matter. They say, upon page 3 of their report:

As a result of the several meetings held by the committee for the
study of the article under discussion, as also through conference with
Mesgsrs. Cabot and Fiteh, it seemed that the main questions calling

for consideration were:
}a) The T-day week and long turn.

b) The 12-hour dn{
cf The speeding of the workmen.

d) The repression of the men.

Before taking up these questions singly, we belleve we but state the
facts in saying that no one of these practices was inaugurated by the
United States Steel Corporation. Rather were they In vogue, to a
greater or less degree, in the various companies which were brought into
one when the Steel Corporation was organized.

The result of this report is, however, in full that all these dif-
ferent things exist in this industry. The T-day week, working
sometimes 12 hours a day and sometimes 18 and 24 hours on a
shift, the speeding of the workmen, and the repression of the
men were the subjects which the stockholders felt necessary to
investigate.

Now, I am not interested just at this moment as to the tariff
feature of this discussion, but I am interested in the other prop-
osition which has ecome into this discussion because of the meas-
ure which is now pending before the Senate. There is no neces-
gity of trying to conceal the fact that there is a species of indus-
trial peonage which exists in this industry, and the sconer we
take hold of it the quicker we will discharge our full obligation
to those people.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, it is a remarkable fact
that the chief complaint In the United States to-day for the
overworking and underpaying of employees comes from those
industries for whose benefit the American people are paying
an enormous tax in increased cost of living, possibly a thousand
million dollars a year. The very Industry whose hypocritical
owners knock at the door of Congress and ask fo have taxes
levied for the pretended reason that they may pay American
wiages to American workingmen are the very ones who are
working their men 12 hours a day and T days a week. They
are the ones who are prohibiting labor organizations and who
are, as I believe, and as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. StoNE]
has stated, stimulating immigration, not from England, because
the English laborer will not come to America to work for those
wages; not from Germany, because the German laborer has
refused in recent years to come here; ror from France, from
whose industries we have practically no immigrat¥n, but from
those countries of Europe that are pointed fo as unhappy and
unfortunate, as far as their industrial classes are concerned.

It is a strange case of circumstantial evidence against the
fron and steel industry. If the fact can not be proven, as the
Senator from Missourl has charged, that they have induced and
procured this immigration, it is a strange case of eirenmstantial
evidence against them that they are the ones who take advan-
tage of that immigration when if comes here.

In the current number of the North American Review, which
the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cursersox] has just been kind
enough to hand me, I find a statement discussing Lawrence
labor difficulties. We all know that during the present session

of Congress a great uproar was produced in this country be-
cause of a strike, followed by bloody riots and the practical
guspension of the rights of American citizens in the town of
Lawrence. It developed in that strike that a very large per-
centage of the men and women employed in those mills were
foreign born. It developed that they were underpaid, earning
six, seven, and eight dollars a week. .

Now, look at the table published in this article, and I sa
this is circumstantial evidence against the protected industries.
If they are not inducing thls immigration, by reason of their
connection with the steamship companies, they certainly appear
to be the beneficiaries of this immigration.

In the manufacture of agreultural implements and vehicles
59 per eent of the employees are foreizn born. In cotton manu-
factures 68 per cent of the employees are foreign born. In the
manufacture of glass 80 per cent are foreign born. In the iron
and steel industry 57 per cent are foreign born. In iron-ore
mining 52 per cent are foreign born. In the woolen and
worsted goods industry 61 per cent are foreign born. That is
some circumstantial evidence against these protected industries
which are asking to have maintained this exorbitant tariff for
the benefit, as they pretend, of the Ameriecan workingman.

Mr. President, T have already taken up more time than I
expected to, and I want to conclude by this statement: The
great problem before the American people is not the problem
of increasing the wealth of the country. It is the problem of
securing a fair distribution of what is annually produced.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

Mr. HITCHCOCE. I yield to the Senator from North Caro-
lina.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is about to conelude his argu-
ment, and I think he did not probably hear a statement made
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Oriver] with respect
to the profits of the steel company. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania eaid that the profits of the steel company come from vari-
ous snbsidiary companies, a part of it profits of mines, a part
of it the profits of transportation, a part of it profits of manu-
facture, and a part of it as far down, probably, as to reach
the sales to the consumer; and these profits should be added
together in reaching the sum total of profits that were charged
against the United States Steel Co.

The Bureau of Corporations, in its investigation into the
profits of the United States Steel Co., reached its conclusion as
to the actual amount of profits that company was realizing not
by adding the profits of these various integrations, but by tak-
ing the total capital invested by the steel corporation in all its
business operations out of which the final result is the manu-
factured produmct of steel and iron and estimating the profits of
that company upon the total capital that was invested by that
company in these various processes from the ore in the mine to
the finished produoct. I do not think the Senator gave the state-
ment of the Bureau of Corporations as to that.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should be very glad to have the Sena-
tor give it.

Mr. SIMMONS.
give it.

The Bureau of Corporations gives these profits year by year,
beginning with the year 1901 and including the year 1910. It
first gives them by the year and then gives them by average.
For those nine years the profits of the steel corporation esti-
mated in this way—* total investment in tangible property as
computed by the bureau” and then *earnings as adjusted by
the burean "—were 14.8 per cent; in 1902 the profits of the steel
corporation were ,5.0 per cent; in 1903, 11.7; in 1004, 7.G;
in 1905, 12.9; in 1906, 15,1; in 1907, 14.4; in 1908, 7.8; in 1909,
10.5; in 1910, 10.7. Average for the period of time—1001 to
1910—of the profits of the steel company, estimated upon the
total investment, 12 per cent.

Mr. HITCHCOCK." Mr. President, I am glad to have the
figures put in by the Senator from North Carolina,

Before I conclude I want to draw attention to an analysis of
the figures presented by the Senator from Utah [Mr, Suoot].
He made some effort to show that there had been, as I recall it,
an improvement in the wages paid in the steel industry. It
seems to me that his table proves exactly the contrary. He
shows that the iron and steel product of the United States for
the year 1809 was $804.000,000; the amount of wages paid,
$120,000,000. I am leaving off the odd hundred thousand. On
that basis the labor working in the iron and steel industry
received 15 per cent—that is to say, out of every dollar’s worth
of iron and steel product labor received 15 cents,

His figures for the year 1907 show that the total product
was $1,877,000,000; wages paid, $187,000,000, or 13.6 per cent
for labor; in other words, labor received 13.6 cents out of
every dollar's worth of product made, as against 15 cents eight
years before that time,

I shall now, if the Senator will permit me,
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Mr. OLIVER. I will ask the Senator from what he is
reading.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am reading from the tabulated state-
ment which the Senator from Utah displayed upon the wall at
the time he mades bis

Mr. OLIVER. And only 13 per cent of the entire expense
went fo labor?

Mr. HITCHCOCE. No; out of very dollar's worth of goods
made labor receives 13.6 per cent at the present time, and 10
years ago labor received 15 cents out of every dollar's worth
of produect.

Mr. OLIVER. I think there, is something wrong in the Sena-
tor's statement.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. There is nothing wrong with either one of the
statements, but perhaps it needs explanation, at least to the
Senator from Nebraska. The figures given in the table were
the figures applying to the finished product, and the labor is not
taken into consideration in producing any of the intermediary
processes. If the Senator had studied the question in the
Statistical Abstract of any great item of manufacture in this
country, he would have found that the same rule applies. For
instance, the labor in the finished product here does not take
into consideration the labor that was put into the manufacture
of the ore to pig iron. Yon can take the Statistical Abstract
as to the woolen industry. There are many manufacturers of
woolen yarn only and they do not produce a yard of finished
product. There are many manufacturers who buy yarns only
and then they make the cloth, and the cloth is the finished
product. All the labor that was employed in the making of
the yarn is taken no account of in the mill that makes the yarn
into cloth.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I shall have to object to
the Senator going into a new subject. I have quoted the Sena-
tor's figures. I think he can hardly question that he said the
iron and steel manufactures of the United States in 1899
amounted to $804,000,000, and that in making those manufac-
tures $120,000,000 was paid in wages. As a mathematical prop-
osition, that is 15 per cent. Now, eight-years later, in 1907,
the product was valued at $1,377,000,000; the wages paid in

anufacturing it were $187,000,000; and that, as a mathemati-
cal proposition, is 13.6 per cent. 8o, where the labor in the
steel and,iron industry formerly received 15 cents out of every
dollar's worth of product, it now receives 13.6 cents out of
every dollar's worth of product.

Mr, SMOOT. That is absolutely true, as far as the finished
product is concerned.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; the Senator Is mistaken.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not mistaken.

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. I did not take the figures from the fin-
ished product; I took the Senator’s figures from the total iron
and steel industry; and his figures in the iron and steel industry
embraced the wages paid to all labor in the iron and steel
industry.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr, President——

Mr. HITCHCOCK. His statement was not confined to the
finished product.

Myr. SMOOT. I presume I know as well as the Senator what
the figures were taken from. I thought the Senator knew they
were not taken in the way he states, I say to the Senator the
labor that was put into the manufacture of pig iron was not
taken into consideration in the figures that were submitted in
the diagram that I presented to the Senate. The figures show
the prices upon the finished product and not upon any of the
intermediary subjects in the manufacture of steel and iron.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the Senator’s table said
nothing about the finished product; it said the total iron and
steel manufactures of the United States.

Mr. SMOOT. That means the total of the manufactured
produet in the United States.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Eyen on the Senator’s present theory,
however, it remains true that in the labor paid, as he now says,
in making the finished product there has been a decline in
those eight years from 15 per cent to 13§ per cent, and if there
has been a decline in that kind of labor it would naturally
follow that there had probably been a decline in the other.

Mr. SMOOT. Not at all. That all depends on what is the
cost unit of producing in this country, as to whether a man
with modern machinery, with the modern improvements, can
produce a ton of steel in this country to-day cheaper than he
did at that particular time. It is not a question, Mr. President,
as to what was paid the man per day at that particular time;

it is a question of the cost of the unit at the different times; and
;n gat regard the statement made by me shows the absolute
acts.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am making the statement as it ap-
peared upon the Senator's tabulated statement and as it ap-
peared in the CoNgrESSIONAL Recorp. It was the total iron and
steel manufactures of the United States and the total amount
of wages paid in making those manufactures.

Mr. President, I feel like apologizing for having taken up
more time than I expected, but interruptions have rather di-
verted me from the line I had intended to discuss. I want to
conclude by saying again that there is only one real great po-
litical problem in the Unffed States that involves the welfare
of the people, although it appears in many forms. It is not the
problem of creating wealth; it is not the problem of producing
wealth in this country year by year.

This country is now producing and always must produce
more wealth than any other country. This country is now pro-
dueing more than any other country has ever produced in his-
tory, and it is because this country has superior natural ad-
vantages: It bhas the richest mines in the world; it has the
most fertile agricultural fields in the world; it has the most
marvelous people in the world, for no other people equal the
American people with their native-born American stock and
engrafted upon it the admirable stock from Europe. The
American people are the most industrious people in the world;
they have the most nervous energy; they have the greatest in-
genuity., Ameriea will always produce. The problem is not one
of production in this country ; but the great problem in this coun-
try with which we are confronted in every political measure
which comes up is the problem of the distribution fairly of
what is annually produced, and this is where the Repub-
lican program breaks down. There is a total failure to fairly
distribute the production of the energy of the American people.

I heard a statement made—I think it was by the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. HeyeurN]—that in the savings banks of this
country there was something like four thousand million dol-
lars, representing the savings of the industrial classes. I
thought, after all, what a pitiful thing to point t0o—=29,000,000
people engaged in working, and the amount they have saved
up, after these generations of work in this country, amounts to
four thousand million dollars. Ten million of the 29,000,000
working people have deposits, but the average is only $420 per
depositor. At 4 per cent, each depositor would have the mu-
nificent income of $17 per year—certainly not much to boast
of and not much to depend on.

Mr. President, when I think of the possibilities of wealth
production in this couniry I am reminded of that story of the
newly arrived foreigner who was taken to see Niagara Falls.
His Irish friend said to him, as he pointed out the natural wonder,
“Pat, is not that a wonderful sight?” “ Well,” said Pat, “I
do not know.” “Why,” his friend said, “is it not wonderful
the way that great body of water pours over those rocks and
drops down into that abyss?” * Well,” said Pat, “what's to
hinder it?” [Laughter.] So when I look over this country
and see how marvelously it is equipped with natural resources,
how wonderfully it is circumstanced in the matter of climate,
how it is in a virgin New World beginning where the Old
world left off, populated as it is with a wonderful people,
baving the richest mines and the most fertile fields, with
people of the greatest industry, education, and ingenuity—
I say, what is to hinder the production of wealth? That is
not the problem, but the problem is to see that there is a
fair distribution of what is annually produced. When the Con-
gress of the United States is asked to continue tariff taxation
for the benefit of certain privileged capital, which has exceeded
its rights, when that capital has grown arrogant and fraudu-
lent at the same time, and when the labor that it has employed
is the most distressed labor in the United States, then I am
disposed to say the time has come to look more to the distribu-
tion of the wealth that is annually produced and less to the
problem of producing it.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. I do.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should be glad to have any
suggestion as to how legislation could affect the distribution
of the product of labor. If the Senator has it in mind to
explain that or to suggest any method by which legislation can
control the distribution of the product of a man’s labor, I think
it would be welcomed by the Senate and by the country.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, Mr. President, I think Mr. Andrew
Carnegie, now a Scottish laird, is in possession of some four
or five hundred millions of wealth that was produced in this
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country, if it was produced anywhere, and he got it by reason
of a protective tariff, which gave to his industry a monopoly
value, which monopoly value enabled him to unload it upon
American capitalists at the price he received.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I must have misunderstood
the Senator. I did not know that he was confining his proposi-
tion to the distribution of money. I thought he was referring
to the distribution of labor and the products of labor. Of course
you can confiscate a man’s money, I suppose, or get it away
from him; but my mind was not pointed in that direction, but
it went to the question of the distribution of the result of
labor. '

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I was referring to the fact that this coun-
try was producing enormous wealth every year, and that, by
virtue of the tariff law, much of that wealth has been centered
in the hands of a few people, and the exisfence of others has
been made correspondingly more difficult., The stroggle for ex-
istence has increased in this eountry. More and more women
are compelled to enter the productive work of this country
every year;. more and more children are compelled to enter the
productive industries of the country every year simply because
the struggle for existence in this country has become harder
among the industria]l classes and the cost of living, by con-
Et;;nd t:ncrease largely due to the protective tariff, has brought

s about.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Nebraska pardon
an interruption?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 1 yield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. May it not well be that the present bad
distribution of wealth, which wealth is a product of labor, of
course, has been brought about by the hypocritical pretense
underlying the protective tariff system? Is it not true that the
pretense underlying this system was to give to the American
laboring man a higher wage and better remuneration for his
lubor? Is it not true that somewhere between the law and the
result it happened that Carnegie took a toll of $300,000,000 that
never reached the laboring man, the pretended ultimate dis-
tributee, at all? Is not that somewhat of an answer to the
question put by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN]?

To go a bit further, is it not somewhat of an answer that

en with great capital and with great political influence in
f!lﬂs great alliance that has existed between national politics
and blg business have hidden behind that tariff shield to effect
monopolies, or near monopolies, with the ability to reap just
what portion of the product of labor they thought it safe in the
face of organized labor to attempt to reap? Is it not true that
the pretense has been that the protective tariff was instituted for
the benefit of the laboring man? The pretense has been that
the tariff would make these great capitalists able to pay more,
and also make them willing to do so, whereas the fact is God
had to make them willing by special grace, and He never has
seen fit to intervene for that purpose.

If the Senator from Nebraska will pardon me, in connection
with the great trust evil, which has grown out of this system—
not altogether, but for the most part—I will say that I received
a letter this morning with a sentence or two in it which strikes
me as good, and I want to put in the Recorp a part of it as a
proposition for a plank in the platform to be promulgated by
the approaching Democratic convention, which, by the way, will
declare the policies which shall rule this country for the next
four years, because after the two Kilkenny cats who are now
representing the Republican Party get through with one an-
other there will not be any material Republican Party left.
“ There were two cats in Kilkenny who fit and who fit until of
cats there weren't any.,” The Democratic Party is apt to come
in by default, because one or the other of the defendants will
have left the court with all of his witnesses.

In this connection, if the Senator from Nebraska will par-
don me—I seem to be taking up a good deal of his time, but
we have until 2 o'clock—I notice that not only the distin-
guished ex-President of the United States has never come out
in favor of a single reduction of a single tariff duty, thereby
appealing to the tariff barons for campaign contributions, but
that when he had to meet the great trust evil with a proposed
remedy he met it with a proposition which seemed to be very
welcome to Perkins and to Gary and to all of the men who are
at the head of all the trusts in this country, thus likewise ap-
pealing to them for campaign centributions, to wit, a policy
of “controlling” or “regulating” the trusts, not putting an
end to their exploitation, but “ regulating” their exploitation
through the instrumentality of a presidential or Roosevelt bu-
reau at Washington.

Whether or not these distinguished frust magnates imagined
that they counld come just about as near regulating the bureau
as the bureau could come to regulating them I can not say;
but, at any raie, this was their propesal for solving the trust
evil, and it was readily seized upon by the ex-President, who
has been so much dissatisfied during the last three years and a
half because he ascertained that he could not be both ex-
President and President at the same time. [Laughter.] As it
now seems evident that the “ regulars” in the Republican Party
are going fo be run over by the *insurgents,” and this gentle-
man is to be the nominee of the so-called Republican Party and
is to receive the support of the so-called “regulars,” it may be
pertinent to read what follows as a plank in a Democraticplat-
form directly opposed to the views of the ex-President and
directly opposed to the idea that he has as to a proper one, by
the promulgation of which he would control trusts.

And as the present President, who will soon be an ex-
President, has made a proposition to control trusts by means
of Federal incorporation, this plank would also furnish a decla-
ration squarely in the teeth of his proposition. Now, I ask
the careful attention of the Senator from Nebraska, because I
want his judgment upon this:

Monopolies are contrary to the genius of free Institutions—
That is the first senfence—

They are not to be tolerated upon any pretext, excuse, or condition
whatsoever. The existing corporate trusts in this country must be
disintegrated in fact as well as in form.

I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to the fact
that the present Republican incumbent of the White House
wanted to disintegrate them in form, and has succeeded to some
extent, but not in fact, and that the ex-President—the other
Republican candidate—always said, substantially, that he did
not want to disintegrate them at all; but that they were the
natural outeroppings of modern industrial conditions and ought
to be “regulated” so as not to do *“too much harm,” and that
he divided them into two classes—*“good " ones; that is, those
that were subservient to the administration and would not fizht
back if they were fought—you remember Perkins threatened
that he would fight back and that made his company at once a
good trust—and bad ones, the sort that were inimical to the
Roosevelt administration.

But let me continue to read this proposed trust, or, rather,
antitrust plank:

We pledge our party to this accomplishment if elected to office.
The high protective tu'& has furnished the opportunity, and the grant
of unrestricted corporate powers has been the creatin
monopoly and the means whereby it has evaded existing antitrust laws.
The existing law must be enforced civilly and criminally, and the tariff
must be reduced, and the corporations must be made safe instruments
of commerce and of legitimate business. Corporations with unsafe
charter powers or without adequate charter restrictions against monop-
oly and near monopoly must be excluded from interstate commerce by
a specific Federal law. Its requirements must be exﬂilcit and effective
to destroy holding companies, interlocking directors, intercorporate con-
trol and watered stock. Its penalties must be adequate and self-suffi-
cient, and its enforcement must not be optional with a Federal Execu-
tive or bureau, nor must it be subject to special Executive or bureau
dispensation in particular cases.

e oppose Federal Ineorporation of license to work monopolistic ex-
loitation of the people as wholly unnecessary and as mere blinds to
asten existing industrial evils on the Nation. Thelr object is to ;grevenl:

disintegration, to revolutionize the Government to fit the trusts, instead
of reforming the corporations to fit the rﬁﬂ.lus of the Government, to
extend and centralize the unlawful exlsting union of polities and big
business, to make each dependent on the other, to make the alliance
between the two offensive and defensive, and to make the whole de-
pendent on an oligarchy of presidential favorites and bureaucrats,
whose very existence must be fatal to commereial, industrial, and politi-
cal freedom. Existing evils are due to special privileges of the past and
resent, to corrupt and mcom?etent government, and to the chartered
Pﬂ}ertlnagu of corporate control. They are not to be corrected by new
privileges, t?' more bureaucracy, by more government, but by punitive
and restrictive laws, by the truction of existing privileges, by re-
establighing, conﬁrming, and maintaining the Institutions of democracy
in their true spirit for the benefit of ourselves and our ity.. Our
evils are doe to Reglx:bllcun departures in the Federal Government and
in the Btate legislatures from those institutions. Our remedy is to re-
turn to them by Democratic watchfulness of coEorann grants in the
State legislatures and by the virile exercise of the interstate-commerce
ower conferred upon the Congress of the United States by the Consti-
ution,

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to know who the
able gentleman is who prepared that paper. I think his name
ought to be known.

Mr, WILLIAMS. I do not know that I have the gentleman's
permission to communicate the faet to the Senate, and I shall,
for that reason, not do so; but I regard it as apropos of the
question asked by the Senator from Idaho—in fact, as quite an
exhaustive answer to him, as well as a suggestion to the
Democracy and insurgent Republicans for blazing out a future
policy of a rapidly approaching Democratic administration,
built upon demonstrated Democratic wisdom and upon equally.

cause of modern
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well-demonstrated Republican incompetency in the field of con-
structive statesmanship,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I regard it as such an appropriate sug-
gestion that I will let it to go in in that way, and I ask unani-
mous consent to amend my resolution by inserting, after the
word “and,” in line 4, the words “ten and also nineteen hun-
dred and,” so as to have the resolution read:

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to send
to the Benate a compilation of the returns made by the corporations
for internal-revenue purposes for the year 1910 and also 1911, so
arranged as to show the following facts:

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUTHERLAND in the chair).
The question is on the adoption of the amendment.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was glad to note that our
amiable and delightfully witty colleague the Senator from Mis-
sissippl [Mr. Wirraums] suggested that certain things would
be accomplished by the Democratic Party during the next four
years., I am glad the Senator did not extend the tenure beyond
that time. If I understand the Senator correctly, the Senator
from Missouri is anxious to know what remarkable intellect
gfodaced the famous declaration from which the Senator from

ississippi read. Mr. President, I recall with a great deal of
vividness the declaration of the Democratic Party on the sub-
ject of the tariff in 1892, and I want to read briefly from that
platform: i

We denounce the McKinley tariff law enacted by the Fifty-first Con-
gress as the enlminating atrocity of class legislation; we indorse. the
efforts made by the Democrats of the present Congress to modify its
most oppressive feature in the direction of free raw materials—

Our Democratic friends do not seem to be very well united
now on free raw materials. I think there is aboyt as much
division in their ranks on that subject as there is between the
two Republicans contending for the nomination at Chicago.

Mr. BACON. That is putting it very strongly.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have heard it put guite as strongly as
that on the Democratic side—
and cheaper m ctured goods t en in ra nsum
and w:a gmmts%milg: rtgpeegl as on:hgr thgaben:ﬁoce%?eres!ulct: thall:ptﬂljj

%Jli_tt:w the action of the people in intrusting power to the Democratie
arty.

Mr. President, the American people did intrust power to the
Democratic Party upon that platform, but it will require a
keener intellect than even the Senator from Mississippi pos-
sesses to discover the benefits which followed. I know it is a
little unfashionable to allude to what followed that election of
1802 so far as concerns the industrial interests of the American
people, but I will not now spend much time in calling atten-
tion to the unfortunate results which flowed from that Demo-
cratic triumph, achieved upon the platform from which I have
just read.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit
me? .

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure.

Mr. BACON. We have heard a great deal upon a great many
occasions—— :

Mr. BORAH. I had the recognition of the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire has the floor.

Mr. BORAH. I did not know the Senator from New Hamp-
shire had the dispozal of the time,

Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing the Senator from Idaho
should go ahead. y

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Senator from New Hamp-
shire had not yielded the floor.

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall be pleased to yield to the Senator
from Georgia or the Senator from Idaho for a question.

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask a question. Will the Senator
tell us why it is that the act of 1893 was responsible for the
panic which followed and that the act of 1907 was not re-
spousible for that of 19077

Mr. GALLINGER. That question has been asked and an-
swered so often I did not——

Mr, BACOXN. I do not reeall the answer.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator’s memory is a little at fault.
We all know what caused the panic of 1907. If was not an in-
dustrial panic in any sense of the word. If the Senator from
Georgia will charge his mind with the condition that existed
under the tariff law which was enacted by the Democratic

, Party after their triumph upon the platform from which I have

read, he can not fail to remember that there was infinitely
more wretchedness and sorrow in the country then than existed
in 190T.

I live in an industrial community. I know precisely what
happened when the Demoecratic Party came into power in 1802,
and I know what happened in 1907, and I wish to say to the

Mr. President, I simply made the remark I did in answer to
the suggestion of my genial friend, the Senator from Mississippi,
that the Democratic Party is to have four years more of power.
The Demoeratic Party always carries the comntry in May and
June, but they seldom earry it in November, and probably
they will meet with their usual disappeintment this year.

I want to say to the Senator from Mississippi, who seldom
misses an opportunity to excoriate the ex-President, who is a
candidate for the presidential nomination on the IRepublican
ticket, that it is amusing to see how our Demoeratic friends are
trembling literally in their boots for fear he be nominated as
the Republican standard bearer. I will do what I can to pre-
vent his nomination, and thus contribute to the peace of mind of
our Demoecratic friends.

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will not speak of the
squalor and the wretchedness which he always says the exist-
ing tariff produces, I will gladly yield. :

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. On the contrary, I will pre-
sent a picture that will make you glow with admiration.

I hold in my hand a paper known as the Klizabeth Daily
Journal published in Elizabeth County, N. J. It is Republican.
What attracted my attention is this glaring advertisement:

BRIGGS LORIMER BRIGGS LORIMER BRIGGS LORIMER

AFTER SEVEN YEARS
of
THEODORE ROOSEVELT
New Jersey
Went Republican
by
80,0001
AFTER TWO. YEARS
of
WILLIAM HOWARD TAFT
New Jersey
Went Democratic
by
50,0001
WHY?
Paid for by J. P. Storm, agent.

LORIMER
SODIYH

SPOIUY ' UHWINOY

LORIMER BRIGGS

BRIGGS
TAWIUOCT

BRIGGS ~LORIMER  BRIGGS  LORIMER  BRIGGS  LORIMER

They ask why. That is the conundrum I leave to the Senator
from New Hampshire to solve, and he need not dream that the
great Democratic Party is shaking in its boots in fear of
the election of a Republican President.

Mr. GALLINGER. That paid advertisement does not trouble:
me at all. T remember that a great writer once said':

When sorrows: come, they eome not single spies, but in battalions.

We had political sorrows two years ago, due to Democratie
misrepresentations, but they will not be repeated; and I do not
think a paid advertisement in a Republican newspaper, if in-
deed it is a Republican newspaper, is of much value in this
argument.

I want to say a few words, and only a few words, in reply to
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, HircEcoex], who was very
courteous in yielding to interruptions.

The Senator spoke about the population of the eastern in-
dustrial States and the population of the western agricultural
States, and found fault because more of the immigrants from
BEurope come to the Bastern States than to the agrienltural

States of the West. If the Senator could devise some means.

by which 50 per cent of those immigrants or more would go
to the West and engage in agricultural pursuits, it would be a
wise solution of what I regard as a serious industrial situation
in this country.

I want to ask the Senator why if there iz great profit in
manufacturing the people of Nebraska and Kansas and Towa
do not engage in it. There is no law against it. There is no
reason why manufacturing should nof prosper there as well as
in Pennsylvania or Ohio or New England or New Yorlk, and I
commend to the Senator’s atfention the suggestion that possi-
bly he will find a solution of the froubles that seem fo be dis-
turbing his mind if he will see to it that manufacturing enter-
prises are established in some of the States of the Middle West.

AMr. HITOHCOCK. Is it not a fact that under the trust and
the Republican tariff of the last century your industrial enter-
prises number about 600 plants as compared with something

‘like a thousandsbefore the trust began? How do you expect us

213

Senator that theve is no similavity between the two cases. But,
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on the western prairies, without coal and without iron, to build
np manufacturing establishments when you in the East can not
maintain them?

Mr. GALLINGER. I have not been aware of the fact that
we are not maintaining a fair share of industrial enterprises in
the East. It may not be in iron and steel, but it is in the manu-
facture of various other commodities that the Middle West
might engage in if it sought to do so. The people of the Middle
West are directing their energies in other ways. They have be-
come rich by accumulating land. Our people put their money
jnto savings banks. In the Middle West they put it in broad
acres. They are a very rich people. I am not sure that it is
not wise policy on their part, and they ought not to complain of
us because we direct our energies in other channels.

Mr, HITCHCOCK rose.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am very much afraid to yield to the
Senator from Nebraska because he has been conferring with the
Senator from Georgia.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I merely want to agk whether the Sena-
tor would object to passing the resolution?

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator’s resolution would probably
have passed before now if it had not been for the tariff discus-
sion he precipitated.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am only asking for information that is
in possession of the administration.

Mr. GALLINGER. Probably the resolution will pass in the
near future. ;

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It will have to be passed at once or it will
have to go to the calendar.

Mr. GALLINGER. Some of our friends say we are going to
be here until next October. I am sorry if that is to be the case,
but if it is we can pass a good many resolutions between now
and then.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I think it would be interesting to have
this information before the tariff debate closes.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Idaho at my right [Mr.
Heyeurn] says that the tariff debate is not going to close im-
mediately. I wish it might. I should like to close it to-day.
But the resolution can wait.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar-
rived, the resolution will go to the calendar. The Chair lays
before the Senate the unfinished business, which is House bill
18642,

Mr. HITCHCOCK subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed, in connection with the dis-
cussion to-day, an advertisement which appeared in the Ihila-
delphia Inqguirer and other papers of May 23,.of the Bethlehem
Steel Co., offering to sell $15,200,000 of 5 per cent bonds, and
setting forth, among other things, that during the past five years
the company has, out of its earnings, expended $13,608,628 upon
the enlargement of its plant, in addition to the payment of
interest out of its earnings upon its bonded indebtedness.

In this connection, I wish to say that this company, which has
made these enormous earnings, has had a paid-in capital of
only $300,000, as shown by the testimony of Mr. Schwab himself.
It is the same company which has been compelling its men to
work 12 hours a day, 76 hours a week, in a large proportion of
cases, and the samie company which incurred a large strike by
reason of insisting that the men should work on Sunday. I ask
that this advertisement be printed in the Recorp as a statement
of the company itself as to its financial condition.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. Do I understand the Senator from Nebraska
to say that all the capital stock that was paid in in that com-
pany was $300,0007

AMr. HITCHCOCK. Three hundred thousand dollars is all
the eapital that the Bethlehem Steel Co. have ever put in.

Mr. SMOOT. Mpr. President, that statement has been con-
tradicted time and time again. I know that it has been made
here upon the floor, but I have not yet seen any authority for
it, and Mr. Schwab says it is not true.

Mr. HITOHCOCK. Let me read what Mr. Schwab said.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Nebraska for the printing of the statement
referred to by him?

Mr, CUMMINS. I do not believe that question can be settled
at this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Nebraska to print in the Recorp the state-
ment which he presents? The Chair hears none.'

The statement referred to is as follows:
[From the Philadelphia Inquirer May 23, 1012.]

Fifteen milllon two hundred thousand dollar Bethlehem Steel Co. first
lien and refunding mortgage 5 per cent 30—yﬁar 1d bonds. I'rin-
cipaldpa{ab[e May 1, 1042, Interest ggaysb[e ay 1 and November 1.
Principal and interest guarantsed by Bethlehem Steel Corporation by
indorsement on each bLond. " Coupon bonds of $1,000 and $500 de-
nominations with full privileges of registration. - Coupon and reg-
istered bonds interchangeable. Annual sinking fund _oP 2% per cent
of the face valne of bonds of this Issue outstanding with minimum
sinking-fund limit of $300,000 per year. All or any part of the
Igsue redeemable at the option of the company at 105 per cent and
accrued interest on any interest date upon 12 weeks' notice. Equit-
able Trust Co. of New York, trustea.

-~ FREE OF TAX IN PENNSYLVANIA,

Attention is directed to a letter of Mr. C. M. Schwab, president of
the Bethlehem Steel Corporation (coples of which can be obtained from
the uudemlgnedl). which he summar! as follows:

Purposes of issue: The proceeds of the $15,200,000 bonds sold to
Egu. i&con}unctlon with Messrs. Kuhn, Loeb & Co., New York, are to

e i

To retire the entire outstanding amount of $6,428,000 Bethlehem Steel
Co. G-year G per cent secured gold notes.

To purchase $2,668,000 Bethlehem Steel Co. firet extenslon morigage
5 per cent bonds, thereby reducing the outstanding amount of that
issue to $8,000,000,

To provide additional working capital.

Two million three hundred thousand dollars in bonds remain in the
treasury for the general purposes of the company, and the balance
of the authorized issue of $£50,000,000 bonds is to be reserved under
carefully drawn restrictions of the morgtage for refunding the $8,000,-
000 first extension mortgage 5 per cent bonds, and for construction or
acquisition of additional property at not exceeding 90 per cent of its
cost, with limitations in issuing bonds for the latter purpose, having
reference to net earnings of the Bethlehem Bteel Corporation.

Lien of the mortgage: Bonds of this issue will be secured by a mort-
gage upon the real estate and manufacturing plants of the Bethle-

em Steel Co., subject only to its purchase money mortgage (§7,600,-
000 outstanding), and its first extension mortfiage ($8,000,000, as above
shown, outstanding, for the retirement of which a sufficient amount of
bonds of this issue will be reserved%. .

These bonds will also be secured by a first mortgage lien upon real
estate and manufacturing plants hereafter acquired by the Bethlehem
Steel Co., subject only to the after acquired property clauses of
the first extension mortgage (so far as applicable), and to any pur-
chase money or other mortgages suﬂ!?ect to which such property may be
acquired, but against which an equal face amount of bonds of this issue
shall be reserved.

Value of assets back of bonds: Upon the issue of $15,200,000 Londs
sold, the assets of the Bethlehem Bteel Co. over and above its
other liabilities, including its prior mortgages above referred to, will
be $25,880,758, and the value of other properties represented by stocks
to pledged to secure the guaranty of Bethlehem Steel Corporation
will be §6,766,860, making a total of §32,647,627 of assets back of these
first lien and refunding mortgage bonds, or more than double the
amount sold at this time, To the above values of é\rggertles represented
by stocks pledged about $28,000,000 should be added to represent the
real worth of mining properties of the corporation.

Earnings : The accounts of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation and its
subsidiary companies have been audited annually from the date of in-
corporation to the close of the last fiscal year by Messrs. Price, Water-
house & Co., and the statements of earnings which follow are based
upon the andited accounts.

On the basls of net earnings of the corporation for 1911, before pro-
viding for depreciation or for exploitation and exhaustion of minerals,
there is available after the gag‘ment of all charges, including amortiza-
tion on prior issues, $3,826,618 with which to meet the interest charges
on these $15,200,000 first lien and refunding mortgage bonds. This is
over five times the amount so required and over three times the amount
of the entire charges on these bonds, including sinking fund and amortl-
zation.

In general: The Bethlehem Steel Corporation is one of the most im-
portant and successful of the independent steel companies. Its growth
and progress have been consistent and steady since its incorporation.
Its annual business in 1005 was $14,554,117; in 1911 it was 530,093,
022. During the first quarter of 1912 it booked orders aggregating about
$12,250,000. Total orders on hand March 31, 1912, about §21,000,000,

The plants are modern and up to date in all particulars and are
maintained in a high state of efficiency and repair, as is evidenced by
the expenditure or appropriation of $13,608,628 out of earnings during
the last five years for this purpose.

The Bethlehem Steel Corporation is well rounded out and self-con-
tained and occuplies an independent position, with ample supplies of
ore, coal, and other raw materialg, which it either owns or controls.

A plication will be made to list this issue on the New York Stock
Excgange and, if deemed desirable, on one or more forelgn exchanges.

Temporary certificates, exchangeable later for engraved bonds, are
now ready for delivery.

The form of bonds, the creation of the mortgage, and all legal pro-

ings connected therewith are to be approved by our counsel, Messrs.
Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett.

Having placed a large majority of this issue here and in Europe, we
;vltll recet- ve subscriptions for the unsold balance at 913 and accrued
nteres

The subseription will be opened on Thursday, May 23, 1012, at 10
o'clock a. m, and closed at 3 o'clock p. m. the same day or earlier,
at the option of the undersigned. The right is reserved to reject any
application and to allot a smaller amount than applied for, I’'ayment
in full to be made upon allotment. Subscription blanks may be obtained
from the undersigned.

A simultaneous issue will be made by Messrs. Hope & Co., Amster-
dam, and by Messrs. Salomon & Co., London.

HaLngarTEN & Co.

5 Nassau Strect, New York.
FARVEY FISK & SONS,

62 Cedar Street, New York.
WitLiasM SBavroaoN & Co.

25 Broad Street, New York.
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Bubscriptions will also be recelved by—
Epwarp B, 8miTH & Co.
¥ Bankers, Broad and Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia.
Browx DBros. & Co.,
Bankers, Fourth and Chestnut Strects, Philadelphia.

May 21, 1912,

MP. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I also ask to have in-
gerted in the Recorp a paragraph from a letter written by Mr.
Schwab on November 5, 1909, upon the subject of the capital
stock of this company.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

The matter referred to is as follows:

The capital stock of the Bethlehem Steel Co. amounts to $15,000,000
(all owned by the Bethlehem Bteel Corporation), divided into 300,000
ghares at § par. While nominally only $1 per share has been pald
in, the surplus of the company is &mcumlly sufficient to pay the stock
in flull, and the company inten to issue stock to represent this
surplus,

THE METAL SCHEDULE.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 18642) to amend an aect entitled
“An act to provide revenues, equalize duties, and encourage the
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved August 5, 1900,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire has the floor.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nebraska, Mr. Presi-
dent, called attention to the fact that in the savings banks of
the country the deposits are only $400 per capita.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think the Senator is mistaken; I said
$400 per depositor.

Mr, GALLINGER, Per depositor. That is what I meant
by per capita.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. Not per capita.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; per capita of the depositors. That
is correct.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is an income of about $17 a year.

Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator seemed to be troubled over
the fact as it struck him that that was all that those people

POSsess,

Mr. President, in my little State the deposits in the savings
banks are a Iittle less than $400 per depositor, but almost
one-half of the men, women, and children in New Hampshire
have accounts in the savings banks, and almost the entire sum
on deposit—about $78,000,000 I believe it is—in savings banks
in my State has been put there by the farmers and the men
and women who work in our mills. Yet the average deposit
is less than $400 per capita, or was the last time I examined
the figures.

Mr. President, a little time ago a very intelligent Englishman
visited my city. He came with a letter of introduction to me,

" and T suggested to him that I would like to show him around

the town. I took him in my carriage, and we traversed almost
every street in the city of Concord. It is not a great manu-
facturing city, but we have some important industries there,
Most of our people are laboring people. When I brought him
back to his hotel and assisted him out of the carriage he said
to me: “ Senater, where do your working people live?” He
had been through almost every street in the town; he had seen
those beautiful little houses, painted white with green blinds,
where our werkingmen live; and it was a surprise to him that
he did not find any portion of our city where there were evi-
dences of sorrow and suffering and want such as have been
pictured here. It does not exist. It does not exist in the city
of Lawrence, notwithstanding all the talk that has been made
concerning the conditions there. It does not exist in any in-
dustrial city or town in New Hngland, notwithstanding the
frightful pictures that have been painted of squalor and
rags and wretchedness. Our people are prosperous. They put
a portion of their surplus money in the savings banks, and in
addition to that they have enough to buy little homes in
many cases. - Why, in that very city of Lawrence a very
cousiderable proportion of the homes are owned by laboring

ple. The Senater is wrong when he supposes that $400

all that those people have saved during a lifetime or dur-
ing a generation.

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from Nebraska will give
me his attention, I want to say that he seems to think if we
take a duty off of an article the American people are going
to benefit to the amount of that duty. We tried it when we
took the duty off of hides. What a beautiful pietuare was
painted here of the beneficial effect on the consumer of taking
off that duty! I did not believe that it would reduce the price
of either leather or beots and shoes to the American people,
gnd I saild so them, but there were pictures painted here of the
«benefits that wounld accrue to the working people of this coun-

»

try if we removed that duty. We were going to have cheaper
hides, and, as a conseguence, cheaper leather, cheaper boots,
and cheaper shoes, .

The duty was removed, and the Senator from Nebraska
knows that the price of leather and of boots and shoes almost
immediately increased, and they are at a higher price to-day
than they were when we took the duty off of hides.

Now, I should like the Senator from Nebraska te give me
a list—I will not insist upon his giving it to me now; he
can take his time to make the investigation—of the articles that
have bheen very largely decreased in price by the removal of
the duties.

J&JﬁHNSTON of Alabama and Mr. WILLIAMS addressed
air, .

The VICE PRESIDENT. Deoes the Senator from New Hamp-
shire yield, and to whom?

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield first to the Senator from
Alabama.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I want to ask the Senator if
the price of boots and shoes and leather increased in wvalue,
who absorbed that profit? Did any of it go to the working-
man? Were his wages increased? ¢

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the very thing I am complaining
of. I am complaining of the fact that our Democratic friends
and others insisted that the laboring man would get the ben-
efit, and he did not get it.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Was not all the reduction ab-
sorbed by the manufacturer?

Mr. GALLINGER. I doubt that very much, indeed, because
I will say to the Senator that they are making shoes in my
State by the hundreds of thousands on which the manufacturer
gets a profit of only about 2 cents a pair.

Mr. STONE. How de lower duties increase the price of the
manufactured article?

Mr. GALLINGER. I am stating a fact. I am not going to
try to interpret what I have said.

Mr. STONE. If the duty is reduced, and if the price of the
manufactured article is thereby advanced, the price of the
workingman’s wages might also be advanced.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is more troubled about mat-
ters of that kind than I am. The workingman is not troubled
in my part of the country about wages. He is pretty well satis-
fied. The profit, if there is any, goes more largely to the jobber
and the retailer than to the manufacturer.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the Senator from New Hamp-
shire to ask for an instance where the removal of the duty had
reduced the price. 4

Mr. GALLINGER. There may be one instance, but I asked
for a list of such articles.

Mr. WILLIAMS. A man can not give a list when on his feet
without previous warning very easily.

Mr. GALLINGER. I gave the Senator from Nebraska time
to look it up. ;

Mr. WILLIAMS. In partial reply to the Senator's guestion I
will give one instance known to everybody, and that was the
effect of the removal of the duty on guinine. I suppose the Sen-
ator is familiar with that.

Mr. GALLINGER. I am somewhat familiar with it, but it
may be that there were other reasons entering into that par-
ticular case.

Mr. WILLTAMS. Does not the Senator remember that qui-
nine was over $4 and that there was a cry raised that every
manufacturer of quinine in the United States would have to
go out of business if we put quinine upon the free list and that -
the consmmers, the sick people, wonld not be benefited a par-
ticle? We did put quinine on the free list, and it went down
to less than a dellar, and the manufacturers, although they
threatened to go out of busineds, remained in business and are
doing very well here.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that may have been due
to other causes. I remember that almminum eost the American
people—I have forgotten how much, but several dollars a
pound—and I also remember that aluminum, which has re-
mained at the same rate of duty as was imposed years ago,
has been reduced in price to less than one-tenth of what it was
then. So the tariff has not had anything to do with that.

Mr. WILLIAMS, May I ask the Senator another question?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

My, WILLIAMS, What is the object of putting a protective
duty upon an article? Is it not to raise its price?

Mr. GALLINGER. No; not at all.

Mr. WILLIAMS. How can the manufacturer be protected,
save by raising the price?
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Mr. GALLINGER. He can be protected by keeping the for-
eign manufacturer out of our market, and thus keeping his
plant in operation.

Mr, WILLIAMS. How can the foreign manufacturer be kept
out of our market, save by making the price of the article, when
imported into the United States, higher than it otherwise would
have been?

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not agree to that. I—

Mr. WILLIAMS, Does the Senator mean to say that the
object of putting a protective tariff upon an article imported
into the United States is not to make it more diflicult for the
American consumer to purchase that article?

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not the object at all.

Mr. WILLIAMS. - And that the only way whereby that diffi-
culty is made is by raising its price to the American consumer?

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not the object at all. The object
of putting the duty on is to keep the foreign article—to some
extent, at least—out of our markets—

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that.

Mr., GALLINGER. And enable the American manufacturer
to employ labor and to keep our money at home. .

Mr. WILLIAMS. But how does putting the protective duty
upon the article keep the foreign manufacturer out of our mar-
ket, except by making it necessary for him to sell the article at
a higher price if he wants to get into our market?

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator remember what hap-
pened to borax?

Mr., WILLIAMS. I do not remember that particular verse of
the chapter right now, but I should like to have the Senator
answer the question I have propounded.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer it. Borax was taken from
the free list and a duty, as I remember it, of 2 cents per pound
was put on it. Since then the price has come down 100 per cent,
the consumer formerly paying 9 cents per pound for it, while
now it is 44 cents.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator has just said that the object
is to keep the foreign manufacturing competitor, to a certain
extent, out of competition in the home market with American
manufacturers.

Mr. GALLINGER. And have competition among our own
manufacturers. -

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; with our own manufacturers. Now,
my question is, How can the duty operate to accomplish that
result save by making the price of the foreign article when im-
ported into the United States higher to the American consumer?

Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer that by two illustrations
that are very familiar to the Senator. Does the Senator re-
member what we paid for steel rails when we did not make any
steel rails in this country?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Obh, yes. I do‘not remember the exact
figures, but it is lower now than when we first put a duty on
steel rails.

Mr. GALLINGER. From $100 to $170 a ton was the price
when we depended on England for them.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the SBenator from New Hampshire
contend that the reduction in the price of steel rails not only
in America, but in Great Britain and in France and in Germany
and all over the world was owing to the fact that we placed a
duty on them in the American market?

Mr. GALLINGER. I absolutely do contend that. We put
a dufy on steel rails, and the monopoly in England was broken,
the price went down, we commenced their manufacture, and
now they are being sold for $28 a ton in place of from $100 to
$170 a ton. The same thing happened in relation to tin plate;
the same thing happened in relation to nails when we were not
manufacturing any of them.

Mr. WILLIAMS. In each case the price of the article has
gone down, not only in the American market, but abroad, and
in almost every case the price has gone down further abroad
than it has gone down in America. -

Mr. GALLINGER, They had to put it down abroad, to com-
pete with us.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The price decreased here and stopped at
the tariff standard. We put the price down to compete with
not one foreigner, but a thousand foreigners.

Mr. GALLINGER. They had to put it down abroad because
if they wanted to get into our markets at all they had to reduce
their price.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; and if we were to prevent them from
getting into our market, we had to reduce prices. But to come
back to our mutton, how is it possible for the object of a pro-
tective tariff, which is to protect the American producer from
the foreign producer, to be accomplished at all save by raising
the price of the article when imported, and therefore render-
ing it more difficult for the foreign producer to send it here by

rendering it more difficult, because it is at a higher price for
the American consumer to purchase it? 3

Mr. GALLINGER. If we strike down our own industries and
give foreign nations the control of our markets, foreign nations
can put any price on their produet they want, which is the very
thing they did when they had control of certain articles of
manufacture.

Mr., WILLIAMS. Does not the Senator from New Hampshire
admit that wherever a duty is put upon an article and it does
not have the immediate result, at any rate, whatever the result
may be 50 years from now, to raise its price the object of put-
ting the duty on it has failed? In other words, if protectionism
has failed to raise prices of the American-produced article has
not protectionism failed of its purpose?

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all, Mr. President. The prime
object, the elementary object, is to keep work in our own fac-
tories, to keep capital actively employed at home, and give our
manufacturers the privilege of manufacturing for our own
people.

Mr., WILLTIAMS. Now, assuming that that is the case, as-
suming that the object of putting the duty on is to enable the
American manufacturer to produce the article with American
capital and with American labor, how can putting the duty on
enable him to do it save by raising the price of the article
produced by the foreigner and sought to be imported?

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, I am going to be entirely
frank with the Senator from Mississippi. I do not say there
are not instances where that follows, but I do say that by keep-
ing the work at home and our money invested at home there
will be competition among our own manufacturers. There is
competition in almost every line of industrial activity in this
country, and the price is not increased, but, on the contrary, in
a great many instances it is very largely decreased.

Mr. President, a gentleman called my attention to a watch
the other day. He said it cost 65 cents, and it was a good time-
keeper. He said there was 46 per cent duty on it. I do not
know whether that is the duty on watches. I guess it is higher
than that. Now, does the Senator from Mississippi Insist that
that duty on watches has increased the price of a 65-cent watch
and that if we took off the duty it would lower the price?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am net personally acquainted with the
wateh which the Senator had shown to him, and if the Senator
would show it to me I would not know what it cost to produce
it, or how many watches of the same sort are manufactured
abroad; but I do know that if a duty of 46 per cent were
placed on that watch with the idea in the minds of the protec-
tionists of preventing the foreigner from entering into competi-
tion with the maker of that wateh in America, and if it did not
increase the price to the extent of preventing that competition
and did not to some extent thereby increase the price of the
foreign article and even of the domestic production to the
American consumer, then the object sought to be obtained by
the protectionists who levied that duty was defeated by some-.
thing else; some other factor. Certainly the lowness of its
price could not be due to the fact of the highness of the tax.

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not agree with the Senator at all.
I was not educated to the extent the Senator has been; I did
not have his opportunities; but in the matter of eronomics we
were educated in different schools, and I do not agree with the
Senator in his contention. The fact is that the duty on watches
enables us to run that great Elgin factory in the State which
my distinguished friend [Mr. CurLLom] so ably represents. The
duty on watches enables the Waltham factory in Massachusetts
to be able to employ several thousands of men—I have for-
gotten how many, but a very large nnmber—and to give them
good wages and to give them steady employment. There is the
keenest competition between the Elgin factory, the Waltham
factory, and other watch factories in this country. They are
making watches at the lowest possible price, in open competi-
tion. But if the duty should be removed and Switzerland should
invade our market, the Senator knows that it would be a very
serious blow to the watch factories of our country.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will
pardon me—

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. He used the word “invade.”
like to hear that word. It always sound like——

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator can change it to suit him-
self. It is an invasion, and nothing else.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It sounds like an injurious flood of valu-
able things at a cheap price. How would the Swiss manufac-
turer of watches invade the American market unless he put in
it a watch of the same quality at a cheaper price?

Mr. GALLINGER, Which he could afford to do with his
cheaper labor. ‘

I always
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose he could. Now, then, if that be
true, and the only way in which he could invade the American
market would be by putting a watch in it of the same quality
at a cheaper price, then, is not the very instance which the Sen-
ator hds given, is not the very fear that he has expressed, a
direct contradiction of his statement a moment ago that rais-
ing the duty did not raise the price?

“Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all, If the Swiss manufacturers
are permitted to flood this market—I will say “flood” in place
of “invade,” if it suits the Senator better, because that is what
they would do—with the product of their factories, and the
American factories went out of business as a result, then the
Swiss manufacturer could put any price on his product he
pleased.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr. President, does the Senator from New
Hampshire contend that any particular Swiss manufacturer or
all the Swiss manufacturers put together possess a monopoly of
watchmaking in the world?

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator intend the Senate and
the country to believe that because these people could “ invade”
America and sell watches, therefore competition between them-
selves and other foreigners in any selling of watches, and com-
petition between them and American manufacturers likewise,
would cease to operate to fix a price?

Mr. GALLINGER. I mean to say, Mr. President——

Mr. WILLIAMS. In other words, the Senator knows that
the so-called foreigner is not one man. .

Mr. GALLINGER. No; that is the trouble. I wish he was.

Mr. WILLIAMS. But you always talk about him as if he
was just one fellow with one product and had the monopoly of
it, and all he had to do was to fix a certain price.

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. I was unfortunate in my
language if I conveyed that idea. I understand that there are
other countries that make watches, and I understand that when
we remove the bars those countries will put their prices low
enough to put our manufacturers out of business, because ours
is the best market in the world, and then they will increase
their prices. There is no question about that in my mind at
all. And here let me say, about this matter of a protective rate;
that there is a good deal of misconception in the minds of
many men. There are Senators who have proposed to make
a horizontal reduction of 25 per cent on our tariff duties.

They seriously have proposed that. I have heard it during this
session. Now, 40 per cent may be the line of safety so far as
our manufactures are concerned; that rate may keep out the
foreign manufactures sufficiently to keep our own people em-
ployed; it may not be prohibitory, but it keeps enough of the
foreign manufactures out to keep our own mills running and our
people employed. But 88 per cent, or even 39 per cent, may be
absolutely destructive to our industries. When we get below
the protective point, it is not a question of percentages. Five
per cent reduction may be as destructive to our industries as
absolute free trade. As I said, there is a good deal of mis-
conception on that point on the part of Senators who gravely
discuss this question of the tariff. But, Mr. President——

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
shire yield to the Senator from Towa? -

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr, CUMMINS. I rise simply to mention to the Senator from
New Hampshire that he undoubtedly made a mistake with re-
gard to the duty on watches.

Mr. GALLINGER. I took it from the statement of another
party, and neglected to verify it.

Mr. CUMMINS. The statement he read may be found in
some of these comparative tables. The truth is that the duty on
watches such as he described under the present law would be
70 cents for the watch, without any ad valorem duty. 'There-
fore, if it is worth 50 cents abroad, of course the duty would be
120 or 130 per cent, :

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator. It is much higher
than I suggested. I took it from the statement made to me by
another party. But, Mr, President, the American people are not
as badly off as our Democratic friends picture them to be. A
correspondent of mine, writing from Detroit, Mich., a man now
over T8 years of age, a few days ago called my attention to the
fact that he remembers the time when a farmer's wife brought
into town 20 dozen of eggs to exchange for 8 yards of ealico
for a dress pattern,-while now a silk dress pattern can be got
for that number of eggs, while a dozen and a half of them would
buy the calico. He adds that it is not necessary for farmers'
wives to wear calico any more. The same gentleman says that
“ We don't know when we are well off. There is danger of our
having a Democratic victory in November and the experience of

a Democratic administration for the next foir years. The
youngsters need the lesson, and were it not for the misery and
injury to the workers I would be content, I was a mechanic for
80 years. Men in my trade received then at the highest $2 per
day. Now they get $4, and the men who sweep and clean our
streets get the $2.” That is good protection doctrine, and scores
of similar illustrations could be cited if necessary.

In the Payne-Aldrich tariff law the tariff was reduced on
gloves, meats, shoes, hides, a great majority of the chemicals,
certain high-priced cotton goods, and greatly reduced in many
of the steel schedules, in many cases as much as 50 per cent.
Has anybody heard of a reduetion in price to the consumer of
any one of these articles since the passage of that law? If the
duty had been sufficiently reduced to allow foreign manufac-
turers to gain control of the American market, and in that way
destroy American industries, then, in place of a reduction, there
would have been a large increase in price, for the reason that
the foreigner could then make his own price without fear of
American competition.

Now, Mr. President, that the Recorp may be right, T want to
read as briefly as may be from the testimony that was given
before the Committee on Finance in reference to a phase that
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock] discussed at great
length, namely, the employment of labor in the steel mills of
the country. I will not weary the Senate, I hope, by calling
attention to certain testimony that was given.

It will be said, Mr. President, as it has been said, that it is
“interested ” testimony, but I am bound to believe that the
gentlemen coming before the commitiee, some of whom were
invited and some of whom volunteered, are honorable men, and
that they were not stating a deliberate falsehood for the purpose
of misleading the committee when the facts could be ascertained
later on. I know there have been men before the Committee on
Finance from my own State whose word is as good as their
bond, who would not for their lives make a misstatement as to
conditions or as to facts. BSitting as a member of that com-
mittee, I felt that I could believe the men who testified before
us. While they might be mistaken, possibly, as to some mat-
ters they presented, on the whole they were honorable men, men
of integrity and uprightness, who came there to state the exact
truth.

Mr. President, Mr. Schwab gave some testimony in regard to
this matter of 12-hour labor, and he presented it as being a
condition that exists the world over; that in continuous metal-
Jurgical work men have been required to labor 12 hours a day.
I interrogated Mr. Schwab on that point, because I do not
believe in men working in steel mills 12 hours a day. I be-
lieve it ought to be stopped. Mr. Schwab gave. the assurance
to the committee that the matter was being taken up very seri-
ously, and that the purpose was to get rid of it as far as it was
possible to do so, and I have knowledge that that is being done.

Another gentleman who appeared before the committee was
a Mr. John A. Topping, who is connected with the Republic
Iron & Steel Co. He gave interesting testimony. By turning to
page 1334 of the hearings Mr. Topping is found to have said:

The 12-hour system was established—

Mr. Topping further said, and it is an interesting fact—

The 12-hour system was established absolutely by the unions, and it
is not an institution of the trusts. It is not an titution of manu-
facturers.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp-
shire yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. GALLINGER.: Certainly. .

Mr. BORAH. The 12-hour system was established by the
unions to get rid of the 14-hour system and the 16-hour system.

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well; they could have gotizn rid of
the 12-hour system at the same time, I suppose, If they had
wanted to do so. :

Mr. BORAH. It was more difficult to make progress in the
matter, judging by the experience to-day.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator knows that this matter was
submitted fo the men who labor in that industry 12 hours a day,
and they almost unanimously said they preferred that it remain
asg it is. I assume that the Senator knows that.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator does not. I would be glad to know
where the information comes from.

Mr. GALLINGER. It comes from the men who were de-
nominated a few days ago “ so-called witnesses” by the Senator
from Mississippi.

Mr, BORAH. I am not reflecting upon the witnesses, but I
did not know that any such information was before the com-
mittee of the Senate. I know that no such information came
before the committee whose particular duty it was to investi-
gate this particular matter,
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Mr. GALLINGER. I think I will find it.

Mr. BORAH. I do know this—

Mr. GALLINGER. I will give the Senator my authority on
that point. It was Mr. Schwab, who was a very interesting
and, apparently, a very frank witness. I do not think Mr.
Schwab intentionally made a single misrepresentation fo our
committee. He said:

1 can only say that the stee! interests a Eear ago met in New York
with a view of cha.ngi:ng this condition of affairs by putting on a sixth
extra workman, and %mktng guch echanges as would give a workman
one da he experiment is now being tried at one of the
Steel Corporation’s works in_ Pittsburgh, which we are following with
great Interest., We proposed it to our workmen, and almost unani-
mously they desired that the condition continue as it is at present.

Mr. BORAH. It will have no particular value, I presume,
nor be very relevant for me to say of my own initiative that
I do not think the statement is borne out by the facts. There
is certainly evidence that can be gathered without limit to the
effect that that is not the desire of the workmen. In addition
to that, only a little application of common sense would suggest
that no man desires to work 12 hours a day under the condi-
tions under which those men work if they can be permitted to
work 8 hours and for the same compensation.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will eall the Senator's attention to the
conditions in a moment, Here is the testimony of Mr. Topping.
Perhaps his testimony can be impeached, but I will call the
Senator’s attention to what he said on that point. Here it is:

1 well remember that we tried to put into effect a three-turn shift in
our sheet mills and tin mills some years ago, before it was finally
adopted. The unions that were then in control objected to that plan,
becanse it meant the introduetion of more apprentices—

That is something the unions always object to which, I think,
is all wrong, because I believe there ought to be apprentices in
all these industries—

because it meant the introduction of more apprentices, more new factors
in the unlon, and they perhaps could not control labor as well with that
condition if apprenticeshi creased as they could with the restricted
number that they had under control.

Mr. Topping continues:

80 the 12-hour system has been with us a great many years. We
admit that we have it, but the men who work 12 hours do not work
continuonsly. They work intermittently. They work 12 hours in pref-
erence to working a less number of hours, because if you redu the
hours of labor it would mean reduced pay per day.

In this point in the hearings, Senator HEyBURN said:

That is an interesting proposition, and I wish you would
larize that somewhat, because the Impressi

a week off.

rticu-
on has gone out that where
witnesses have testified to men or boys working 12 hours it meant 12
continuous hours, I wish {ou would emphasize that a little and apply
it to the different classes of 12-hour labor.

Mr. TorriNg. There are no employees that I know of in the steel
business that work continuously 12 hours.

The CHAIRMAN, Out of the 12 hours, how many hours do they prob-
gylgorﬂ Mr, Schwab said some of them only work an hour out of

Ar. Torpixg. I think it would be very conservative to that man,
who work 12 hours do not work continuously over 6. " 3

* * - - *
Bh'l'lm CrameMay. You can state in a general way, I suppose, what it
OWS.

Mr. Torrixa. I have stated that in a general way, Senator. I think,
taking the blast-furnace man, he would not average six hours. Take
the open-hearth man, He would average rather more than that, because
during the period of casts is longer t in making a melt in a blast
furnace, so that between periods men sit down and smoke, and if yon
do not watch them some of them take a drink. We watch that, however.

Senator CunnoM. How does the impression ko out that such a man
works 12 hours when he actually only works 61

Mr, Torrixc., Because the men are on duty 12 hours, although sub-
3gct to an interval of time between hours of work for the materials
cha into the bjst furnace to be smelted before they can be tapped.
of the work of ch £ the

For instance, take the man who has char
15 in the top of the furnace.

furnace—that is, putting the raw ma
After he has filled up that furnace for each group of men they sit down
and walt until the furnace melts down its charge and it is tapped by
‘the tnggers below and taken awa{. As soon as that operation is com-
lete the chargers come back, alternating, char it again, and the
elters below are waiting for the minerals to melt. So while one crew
works the other waits, and vice versa.

Senator CvrLLoM. The man is really on duty all the time?

Mr. TorpiNo, He is on duty 12 hours, but he has to work only about
Half the time.

Senator HereurN. How long does it take to tap the furnace?

Mr, Torrisc. It depends somewhat upon the character of the mate-
rials you are working and the condition of your furnace. I think there
is an interval there of about two hours.

Senator McCuseer, His duties consist of six hours of labor and six
hours of smoking?

Mr. TorriNg. Whatever he cares to do.

The CmAmrMAN. Reading the newspapers, 1 suppose, and discussing
politieal questions?

Mr., TorriNG. Yes; reading a * Hunky " paper, as we call the Hun-
garian papers.

Mr. President, I know nothing ahout this matter at all be-
yond what these men have testified, but I have no doubt——

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ouiver in the chair). Does
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from
*Idaho?

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure?

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the picture which is drawn
there is a delightful one, for it seems that it is all at the insti-
gation and insistence of the laboring men and that they are
engaged practically a part of the time in smoking and reading
newspapers, and, I presume, discussing political matters, ind so
forth. It would be interesting to know what the laboring men
said before the committee npon this subject. I have never been
able to find a representative of them or the men individually
who indorse those propositions.

- Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator any protests signed by
them against it?

Mr. BORAH. How is that? 5

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator any protests signed by
the laboring men against it? I want the Senator to und
that personally I am against it, and I want it changed.

Mr. BORAH., Well, every man with any feeling of humanity
should be against it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, that depends. As I said
the other day, there was a period in my life when I worked 106
hours a day, and the man who would have compelled me or
the government that would have compelled me to have worked
a less number of hours would have been the worst possible
enemy I could have had on earth.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from New Hampshire was not
working in those places and under those circumstances and in
those environments which are characteristic of the places where
these men must work.

Mr, GALLINGER. I was working continuously, which is not
true of these men. \

Mr. BORAH. The continuous work of the Senator in the
place where he did work was better for him than for these men
to be sitting idly at the places. where they sit.

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, that can not be proven.

Mr. BORAH. Yes, it can be proven; and it is proven every
day of the year; it is proven by the condition in which these
men are left in middle manheood; it is proven by the condition
that they are in when they are thrown off after 10 or 15 years
of their life, unable to earn a livelihood, broken down physically,
broken down mentally, and destroyed morally.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not very profitable for the Senator
from Idaho and the Senator from New Hampshire to discuss
that question further, because I agree with the Senator that
this system ought to be changed, and I have the assurance,
as the committee had the assurance, that the manufacturers
are engaged in changing it at the present time, and have already
made considerable progress in that direction. I have no doubt
that it will be changed, but there are very grave considerations
involved in this question, and the Senator knows that it is not
an easy matter overnight to change a sitmation of this kind,
where a continuous metallurgical condition exists, and to say,
“ You shall not work more than eight hours a day,” and stop
there and let the industry go to destruction.

Mr. President, I wanted to put into the Recorp this testi-
mony. I have no interest whatever in the question. There
was a time in the dim and distant past when we had an iron
industry in the State of New Hampshire, but that passed away
long before I saw the light of day. We have no interest in it
whatever, except in a general way. While New England has
little interest in it, I want to say that I do not particularly relish
the denunciation of these concerns which are operating on
precisely the same principles that similar industries are being
operated in every other country of the world with which they
have to compete. The Senator knows that in every European
country this continuous metallurgical work is carried on, and
that men work 12 hours a day; at least that is my information.

Mr., BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho has
never done anything in regard to this matter other than to
present the cold facts as they have been gathered by the Depart-
ment of Commerce and Labor and as they have been gathered
by the committee having the matter under investigation, and
the presentation of the facts is the conclusive condemnation of
the work. Further than that I have not gone. The Senator
from Idaho has not presented here an arraignment stronger
than the arraignment that is presented by the stockholders of
the United States Steel Co.; it is here upon my desk, and I
presume other Senators have it. This committee recognizes
that it is an indefensible condition, and seem to recognize that
as a mere matter of humanity and for the purpose of preserving
American citizenship, upon which the Republic must rest, some
change must be had in this sitnation.

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, the directors of the
Steel Corporation were not at all unanimous in that view.

Mr. BORAH. You will always find in a large group of men
gome men who will ealenlate dollars and cents rather than hu-
manity.
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Mr. GALLINGER. That is true undoubtedly, and I fear it is
too often true, not only in the operations of the so-called Steel
Trust, but in other operations with which the Senator himself
is familiar. I know that one of the directors of that company
living in New England sent out thousands of letters asking that
this condition should be changed and that, largely in response
to what that gentleman said, the process of change is now being
carried forward.

Mr. BORAH. Exactly; and that, Mr .President, of itself
Jjustifies all that the Senator from Idaho has ever said, because,
if it had not been a matter which appealed to the humanity of
that man with extraordinary force, he would not have sent out
those letters.

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not.

Mr. BORAH. It was a condition which could not be defended
even by a man whose financial interests were involved.

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 quife agree with that.

Mr. BORAH. It being true that it is of such a condition
and such a nature as to appeal to the heart and mind of such
a man, it ought doubly to appeal to the Senate of the United
States.

Mr. GALLINGER. The only trouble with the Senator from
Idaho is that his humanity, I fear, has run away with his
discretion.

Mr., BORAH. If my discretion is going to be run away with
at all, Mr. President, I want it to be run away with by
humanity.

Mr. GALLINGER., That is a very proper suggestion. The
Senator from Idaho in other legislation has always called atten-
tion to this condition existing in the works of the so-called
Steel Trust as a reason why we should legislate for the pur-
pose of controlling the hours of labor of the workmen in the
counfry, as a whole. I do not think the evil is quite serious
enough’ to warrant that.

The Senator from Idaho cites what the depart_ment has
found. Why, Mr. President, it is a well-known fact that the
department sends out a man or a woman—one or the other—
and usnally a $1,200 clerk, to make these investigations, and
they are likely to find something.

A condition exists at a particular moment that, perhaps, does
not exist the mext hour. They have got to find something.
There is not a special agent of any department of this Govern-
ment who is sent out to investigate anything who, if he came
back without having found something, would not be—in his
mind, at least—in danger of losing his job. They think they
have got to find something to justify their employment, and
they indulge in wild exaggerations sometimes.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if the evidence of the Depart-
ment of Commerce and Labor breaks down, I will eall the stock-
holders of the corporation.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes.

Mr. BORAH. They support it in full. There is not to be
found anywhere a more remarkable indictment of an industrial
condition than comes from those men themselves,

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, I think the Senator perhaps has
somewhat misjudged exactly what the stockholders meant to
say: but, however that may be, it is in the record and it will
speak for itself.

Mr. President, T am through. I had not intended to occupy a
moment of the time of the Senate in discussing the tariff or
anything relating to it. I used to do that when I was younger
than I now am, and I thought I would leave it to the others at
this session of Congress: but what I said was largely drawn out
by certain statements made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Hirrcucock ] which I felt ought to be answered. I do not think
it wise for any man in public life to indulge in general denuncia-
tion of the manufacturers of this country. They are doing a
ereat work. There are wrongs, undoubtedly, connected with
their enterprises, as there are wrongs connected with every-
thing in life; and I think it may be well for us to give pause
and ask ourselves the serious question whether we are not
somewhat overworking this subject in the matter of what are
supposed to be, or may be, wrongs perpetrated upon the work-
men engaged in those great industries.

We can only get reform by agitation. T am glad the Sena-
tor from Idaho is an agitator upon this subjet. I think the
Senator goes to an extreme length sometimes; but, after all, it
is frietion that develops thought; it is agitation that brings
about reforms; and I will join most heartily with the Senator
from Idaho in any propaganda to reform certain conditions in
the steel industry of which he complains; but I am not willing
to do it overnight,

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator again seems to
limit my indictment to the steel industry alone. I have only
referred to the steel industry to-day because of the fact that

it was the particular subject under discussion, and because of
the further fact that the reports upon it are more complete.
I have no doubt that the steel industry has an immense amount
of company; so much so that I have no idea in the world that

At feels at all lonesome in this business, and, when the facts

are presented, it will be found that whatever has been said
in reference to this industry only describes a condition rather
than the singling out of a single industry.

Mr. G;\LLING%.R Now, Mr. President, the Senator enlarges
his indictment and applies it to manufacturers in general, I as-
sume. The Senator nods his acquiescence. Well, Mr., President,
I think the Senator is just as much mistaken in that matter as
he ever was mistaken in anything in his life. It certainly does
not apply to the manufacturing concerns of which I have knowl-
edge; it does not apply to hundreds of manufacturing enter-
prises in the New England and other Northern States. On the
contrary, the welfare of the men is being looked into with the
greatest possible care. I have in mind a great manufacturing
industry in my own State which employs 13,000 men and women,
where the comfort of the employees is a matter of earnest
solicitude on the part of the employers. Everything possible is
being done for the comfort and happiness of the working people,
and where they are giving fair wages to their employees. There
is no friction there unless the Industrial Workers of the World,
or other agitators, try to produce it.

Mr. BORAH. A great many industries in the Senator's
State employ men only 8 hours a day.

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; that is true.

Mr. BORAH. The only object I have in the world in agi-
tating the question’is to compel the other manufacturing indus-
tries of the country to follow those men who are leading the
way and trying to do the humane thing. But the Senator will
agree with me that unless it becomes practically a universal
proposition one or two industries here and there can not stand
out against the competition which results from this kind of con-
tinuous employment.

Mr. GALLINGER. I differ from the Senator—and I am
going to conclude with this sentence—I differ with the Senator
from Idaho in the view that it is an unmixed evil for men to
work more than 8 hours a day; and I take sharp issue with
the Senator when, in a bill that he is going to pass through the
Senate in the near future, he not only compels the contractor
for the Government, but the subcontractor and the subsubcon-
tractor to see to it that their men do not work more than 8 hours
a day; and if they work a single minute over that time the con-
tractor is to be held to accountability and suffer fines and
penalties as the result of what the subcontractor, whom, per-
haps, he has never seen, has done. I do not agree with the
Senator on that proposition; but the Senator had votes enough
to earry that on a record vote, and, of course, those of us who do
not agree to it have to yield as gracefully as we can.

Mr. President, I do hope that as this debafe progresses Sen-
ators will try to persuade themselyes that the men who are
engaged in manufacturing in this country, as a rule, are hon-
orable, high-minded, well-meaning men; and I feel very sure
that the Senator from Idaho will not be able, industrious as he
is and acute as he is, to find justification for the indictment
against the other manufacturing enterprises of this country
which he seems to frame when he says that the Steel Trust is
not by any means the only offender, but that it will be found
to be a very common practice. That is all, Mr. President, I
care fo say.

FORT OGLETHORPE, GA.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr, President, about two months
since I reported from the Committee on Military Affairs a bill
of a local nature, consideration of which has been delayed
somewhat because of the pendency of another matter connected
with it. That other matter is now out of the way, and I ask
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill, it
being House bill 17029.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill,
the title of which will be stated.

The SecrETARY. A bill (H. R. 17029) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to convert the regimental Army post at Fort Ogle-
thorpe into a brigade post.

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill be read. I do not remember what
it is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
bill for the information of the Senate.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I object to the present con-
gideration of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. STONE obtained the floor,
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I understand that the Senator
from Wyoming [Mr, WARREN] desired to be present when this
bill was considered; in fact, he told me on several occasions
that, if he were not here, he wanted to be notified before the bill
was taken up for consideration. It is for that reason that I
objected to the bill
SAnpERs] now informs me that the Senator from Wyoming has
withdrawn his objection to the passage of the bill, and that
being the case I will not object to its consideration at this time.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, Mr. President, I should not have
made the request I did if T had not been advised that the Sena-
tor from Wyoming had withdrawn his opposition to the con-
sideration of the bill

Mr, STONE. Mr. President, I was recognized, I believe, but
I will yield for the consideration of this measure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. SMOOT. AMr. President, the Senator from Idaho [Mr,
Heysurx] has just entered the Chamber, If the Senator from
Idaho has no objection to the present consideration of the bill,
I will not objeet; but I did not want it to be considered in his
absence. k

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the status of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is being read for the
information of the Senate, subject to objection.

Mr. HEYBURN. I shall be glad to hear the bill read before
passing upon it.

. The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill,
as follows:

Be it enacted, eto.,, That the Secretar

of War "be, and he is hereby,
authorized to convert the regimental my post at Fort Oglethorpe,
Ga§ into a brigade post.

EC. 2. That the retary of War, in his discretion, may locate and
constiuct buildings necessary for the use and accommodation of the
tro&ps of the brigade at any Eolnt in the Chickamauga and Chattanooga
National Military Park, whether the same be contiguous to Fort
Oglethorpe or not, sald buMdings to be used for the accommodation
of part of the brigade to be located at Fort Oglethorpe: Provided, That
for the fiscal year 1914 and thereafter the Secretary of War shall
submit detailed estimates of any bulldings and improvements to be
made at sald post to Congress for its approval before proceeding fur-
ther to the construction thereof.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not desire to object to the bill becanse
there is not enough on the face of it to indicate whether or not
it is objectionable, I presume the committee having charge of
it has given it consideration. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been faverably reported
from the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I will say to the Senator from
Idaho that the Committee on Military Affairs have considered
the bill and unanimously recommended its passage.

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not objecting to the consideration of
the bill

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

THE METAL SCHEDULE.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 18642) to amend an act entitled
“An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved August 5, 1909.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President—

AMr. LEA. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sena-
tor from Missouri, I should like to ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. SMOOT. I ask for the regular order.

* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called
for, which is House bill 18642,

[Mr, STONE addressed the Senate. See Appendix.]

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask that my proposed substitute shall be
taken from the table, and that I may be permitied to perfect
it before I offer it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. No action has been taken upon the
subst}ltute. The Senator can modify it in such manner as he
sees fit.

Mr. CUMMINS, I think I can best do that-from my place
upon the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will note the modi-
fication of the proposed substitute which the Senator from
Towa desires made.

The junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr,

Mr, OUMMINS, In line 22, page 3—I will send from time
to time to the Secretary’s desk the changes that I ask——

Mr. BAILEY, Make them in your own way.

Mr., CUMMINS, I desire fo mention them as I propose
them. In line 22, on page 3, immediately after the word
“ spiegeleisen,” insert the words * ferrosilicon, containing no
more than 15 per cent of silicon."

This was a mere omission. As everybody knows, ferrosilicon
containing less than 15 per cent of silicon is simply one grade
of pig iron, 3

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, President, is the Senator from Iowa
ottlferim?; that amendment to the House bill or to his own sub-
stitute

Mr. CUMMINS, I am perfecting my own proposed amend-
ment,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well.

Mr., CUMMINS. In line 7, page 19, paragraph 49, I desire
to insert after the word “ferrosilicon,” the words “ containing
more than 15 per centum *; also to strike out the word “ fifteen,”
which now occurs in line 7, on page 19, and substitute * twenty.”
The effect of this change is to include ferrosilicon containing
more than 15 per cent of silicon as one of the ferro-alloys
and to raise the duty upon the entire paragraph by 5 per cent,
making it 20 per cent instead of 15 per cent.

I desire to insert after the word *tools” and the semicolon,
in line 17, page 11, the following :

Crueible or tool steel, In whatever stage of manufaciure, not other-
wisc provided for.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Orrver] in his address
a few days ago sharply criticized my proposed amendment be-
cause I attached a duty of $§1.60 per ton to steel ingots, and he
called the attention of the Senate to the fact that there was a
kind of steel which might be imported in ingots of very much
greater value than the ordinary ingot.

The Senator from Pennsylvania seemed to think that I had
made a grave mistake in forgetting or in not knowing of these
higher grades of steel or so-called steel. I did not make, Mr.
President, any mistake about it, although it may be that the
phraseclogy which I used to express the idea might be made
somewhat clearer. The steel mentioned by the Senator from
Pennsylvania is not steel at all. A metal composed of 18 per
cent of tungsten with a slight percentage of titanium and
vanadium is not steel and is not recognized as steel scientifi-
cally anywhere, although it ig often termed steel in common con-
versation. Such a metal is an alloy used as a substitute for
steel, and I supposed that I had provided for it fully in para-
graph 28, which contains this description:

Alloys used as substitutes for steel in the manufacture of tools,

I have no doubt this description will cover the particular
metal the Senator from Pennsylvania had in view: bui I do
not want to leave my amendment susceptible to any miscon-
struction whatever, and therefore I have proposed the addition
which I now send to the desk.

Having made the change just suggested in paragraph 28 it
becomes necessary to make a change in paragraph 4, which I
do by adding after the word “forms,” in line 2, page 4, the
words “not exceeding in value 1 cent per pound.”

I desire to change paragraph 54. The paragraph as I
originally proposed it reads as follows:

54, Monazite sand and thorite, 3 cents per pound; thorlum, oxide
of and salts of, gas mantles treated with chemicals or metallic oxides,
and gas-mantle scraps consisting in chief value of metallie oxides, 80
per cent ad valorem.

After very considerable reflection I have reached the con-
clusion that the only commodity properly dutiable in this
paragraph is the gas mantle; and inasmuch as the thorlum out
of which the gas mantle is largely made comes from monazite
sand, and inasmuch as we do not produce any monazite sand
in this country, although there is some, but apparently not ac-
cessible enough to warrant gathering together, I have concluded
that monazite sand and thorite should be put upon the free list,
as well as mantle scrap, and I propose, therefore, to change
the paragraph to read as follows:

Gas mantles treated with chemicals or metallle oxides, 30 per cent

ad valorem. Monazite sand and thorite, oxide and salts of thorium, and
gas-mantle acrﬂF consisting in chief value of metallic oxides ghall be
admitted free of duty.

This will leave more ample protection to the manufacturer
of gas mantles and leave his raw material to enter the country

I change paragraph 53 by adding to it:

Tungsten-bearing ores shall pay a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem.

I believed, Mr. President, that that was the true conception of
the law when I offered my amendment, and I believe so still;
but I have been presented with a decision of the General Board
of Appraisers that seems to create some doubt of the application
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of that general section of the act of 1909 to tungsten ores, and
therefore I make it certain by this change, for I intend that
tungsten ores shall bear a duty of 10 per cent.

I add a paragraph to the proposed amendment, as follows:

Molders’ and metal workers' patterns, patterns for machinery, and all
glmilar patterns, of which metal is the component part of chief value,
85 per cent ad valerem.

The value of these patterns consists wholly, or practically
wholly, in labor bestowed upon them. They are the models
from which castings are taken; they require a very large ex-
penditure of work and skill; and therefore I believe they should
bear the duty I have suggested.

I strike out, in lines 4 and 5, on page 21, the word “ thirty-
five ” and substitute “ twenty-five.” The amendment as originally
drafted proposed a duty of 35 per cent upon automobiles and
parts of automobiles. I have reached the conclusion that there
is no possible justification for a duty of more than 25 per cent
on automebiles. The bill passed by the House contains a duty
of 35 per cent, T believe, which is altogether too high.

I do not intend just at this moment to enter upon a discussion
of the automobile paragraph; but I may say that the United
States manufactures two-thirds of all the automobiles manu-
factured in the world. It exports more automobiles than are
manufactured in any other counfry on earth except France. We
export more automobiles than England makes altogether, more
automobiles than Germany makes altogether, or than Italy
makes. We make in this country about 175,000 automobiles per
year, and we exported last year $20,000,000 worth of automo-
biles. Germany made about 15,000 automobiles, England be-
tween 10,000 and 15,000, and France about 50,000. France ex-
ported, I think, something like 3,000 cars, and we exported, as
I have said, $20,000,000 worth of antomobiles.

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama, Will the Senator please state
what the duty on automobiles is under the existing law?

Mr. CUMMINS. The duty at present is 45 per cent ad valo-
rem. The House bill reduced thaf, as I remember, to 35 per
cent.. I do not look upon automebiles as a luxury. They have
come into such general use, they are needed and desired by
men of such moderate income, that it seems to me in the highest
degree wrong to keep the duty above 25 per cent. We exported,
as I have said, $20,000,000 worth of-automobiles last year, and
we imported about $2,000,000 worth. Automobiles are a little
like fancy patterns in silks and high-grade cotton; one's desire
is governed somewhat by his taste or his liking for a particular
kind of car. At any rafe, no one ean defend from the protective
standpoint a duty of more than 25 per cent upon this particular
commodity ; and I have accordingly changed the proposal which
I originally made.

Thus modified, Mr. President, I offer the amendment by way
of a substitute for House bill 18642; and inasmuch as I intend
to say a few words upon the general subject in reply to the
very learned arguments made by the Senator from Utah [Mr.
Saoor], the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Oriver], and the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumegr], and inasmuch as
but one of those Senators is present, and I am sure that the
others would feel that they were deprived of one of the oppor-
tunities of thelr lives if I proceeded in their absence, I suggest
the absence of a guornm.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary ealled the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashnrst Cummins Martin, Va. Simmons
Bacon Curtis Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga.
Bailey Dillingham Myers Smoot
Borah da Pont Nelson ' Stephenson
Bourne Fletcher O'Gorman Sutherland
Bradley Foster Oliver Swanson
Bristow Galllnger Overman
Bryan Gore Townsend
Burnham Gronna Paynter Warren
Burton Heyburn Pere, Watson
tron Hitcheock Perkins Wetmore
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala, Pomerene Williams
Chilton Jones Rayner Works
Clark, Wyo. Lea Richardson
Clarke, Ark. ﬁz?itt Root
Cullom ' ge Sanders

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that the senior Sen-
ator from Michigan [Mr. Sara] is detained from the Senate on
important business,

Mr. JONES. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr,
Porxpexter] is unavoidably detained from the Chamber.

Mr. ASHURST. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
SuitH of Arizona] has been called from the Chamber on im-
portant public business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators have answered
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present.

Myr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, with the indulgence of the
Senate, I intend now to reply as briefly as I can, with due re-

gard to the importance of the subject, to the speeches made by
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Oriver], and the Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. McCuMEER].

I think T ought to say at the very oufset that if there be no

Turther discussion of the amendment I have proposed after I

have finished, I intend to ask a vote upon it to-night. It is
only fair, I think, to make that statement, in order that Sen-
ators may arrange.their time accordingly.

I reiterate a statement that I have very frequently made.
I view this subject from the standpoint of a protectionist,
and I subject every duty which I have proposed in my amend-
ment to the protective test. I have no desire to enlarge the
importations of competitive products. I have the keenest de-
sire to help perfect a system that will at once enable American
producers to supply our markets, but prohibit American pro-
ducers from monopolizing our markets under arrangements
which enable them to exact unfair, unjust, unreasonable profits
from those who buy and consume,

This leads me for a moment to consider a question which has
been propounded more than once during this debate, especially
by the senior Senator from Idaho, with regard to the classifica-
tion which one makes when he speaks of producers and
consumers.

It is said in a somewhat triumphant way that inasmuch as
we are practically all producers and all consumers, there can
not be any such classification or division of the people. To me
it is a superficial snggestion. The steel industry of the United
States is the producer of the commodities embraced within the
schedule now under consideration, and all the rest of the peo-
ple are either directly or indirectly consumers of those com-
modities. There is always a producing class of a particular
article or commodity, and there is always a consuming class of
that article or commodity, and therefore when I say it is our
duty to give some heed to the needs, wants, and equities of the
consuming class, I am not uttering a vain generality. I am
dividing the people of the country accurately when I use that
phrase, and I therefore reiterate that it is our duty to protect
them as well as to protect the producer; and whenever, as I
remarked the other day, the duty upon a particular article is
raised so high that the price, following after, reaches the point
of the duty and its effect is not to correspondingly inerease the
price of the things that the comsumers of that particular article
produce and sell, the protective tariff becomes absolutely in-
defensible. It is in the hope that we can maintain this just
equilibrinm and be able to vindicate the policy by the result
which I have just indicated, that I have so persistently appealed
to the Senate and to the country for a readjustment of these
duties so that it will not be within the power of any producer to
raise his price to a point that will exclude the remainder of the
people from participation in the advantages and the benefits of
that increase in price.

I remarked the other day, and I repeat it now, that my
first proposition with respect to the metal schedule is that
pig iron can be produced as cheaply in the United ®tates, faken
as a whole, as it can be produced in the countries with which
we must compete.

Mr., WILLIAMS. Before the Senator leaves that particu-
lar phase of the matter, I should like to ask him a question.

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Does the Senator know what percentage
of the population of the United States is engaged either as
employers owning, or as laborers working in, the various fac-
tories that make steel and metal? Abont what percentage
would they form of the total population of the United States?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know, Mr. President; but, of
course, the percentage is very small.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator think it would run over
14 per cent?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think it would run 1 per cent of
the entire population of the Unifed States.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I mean by that, of course, including the
families dependent upon the laborers.

Mr. CUMMINS. Assuming that we have substantially

100,000,000 population, it may be said that the steel industry

would draw within its scope three or four million people, which
would be more than 1 per cent, but I would not undertake to
name a proportion——

Mr. SMOOT. At least 5 per cent.

Mr. CUMMINS. With enough aceuracy to warrant comment
upon it. At any rate, it is a very small proportion of the whole
people. But it is the most important industry in the United
States.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The most important protected manufactur-
ing industry.
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Mr. CUMMINS. That is quite true. It is because it is the
most important industry, because it employs more capital and
more men and has more power than any other manufacturing
enterprise in this country, that I am so earnest and so per-
sistent with respect to a proper readjustment of the duties cov-
ering the commodities embraced within this schedule.

I said the other day, and I may as well comment upon that now,
in view of the developments that have occurred since I made
my statement, that in my judgment the iron and steel products
covered by this schedule could be sold in this country and to the
people abroad for $100,000,000 less than they are sold for now,
and that those who produce the articles would still reap a fair
and reasonable profit upon the ecapital invested, continuing to
pay the wages that are now prevailing and continuing to do all
the work that is now being done, so that no man who lives in
America would lose a single day’'s labor by reason of the redue-
tion in price.

When the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcrcock] presented
his resolution for further information, followed as it was by the
introduction of the article or the news statement in the Wall
Street Journal, T took occasion to refer to the report of the
TUnited States Steel Corporation for the year 1911. I now in-
tend to refer to its report for 1910 and compare it with 1911
Generally it can be sald that 1911 was not a gooll year in this
country for the manufacturer. It was bad as compared with
gome prior years. The volume of output was diminished, and it
is quite probable that the prices in some respects at which these
articles were sold were less. But it is instructive to look at the
results of the work of the United States Steel Corporation dur-
ing the year before.

One might think that I had some feeling against that corpora-
tion. It is not so. I want very clearly to distingnish between
the duty of Congress so to adjust its laws that men can not
take advantage of each other in the struggle of life and the obli-
gation of men to refrain from taking advantage of each other.

The United States Steel Corporation is engaged in business,
and it is idle to expect that it will sell its products for any
less than it can get in the warfare in which it is engaged; and
therefore when I refer to the history of this corporation it is
not as some paper has said with regard to my remarks, an
exhibition of malice. If I were to attempt to characterize my
own feeling about it, I should say that it was an exhibition,
rather, of great admiration for the capacity of these men,
coupled with very great regret that our laws are so weak and
so ineffective as to permit the results which are recorded in
this report.

We will never be able to correct the mistakes that have
oceurred. It is marvelous to me that the Congress of the United
States could sit here all these years that have gone and allow
to remain unchanged laws under which such an organization
as the United States Steel Corporation could have been brought
together. It is strange to me that we are proposing to adjourn
this session without amending our laws so as to make it impos-
sible that this instance shall ever have a successor; that in all
our talk hege about getting away, in the hurry and desire to
leave Washington, we seem to be blind to and forgetful of the
fact that aside from the tariff and aside from the Lorimer case
and aside from the appropriation bills and aside from the Pan-
ama Canal bill, there is an imperious necessity for a supple-
ment to the antitrust laws, so that in the foture, at least, the
American people can and will be protected against the power
that was created when this corporation was organized.

But turning to the report that I mentioned, this company
ought to be complimented for one thing, at least. It makes
an annual report, not secretly, to the Secretary of the Treasury
or the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, but it makes it so
that all men can read it, and there is no difficulty whatsoever
in knowing what the United States Steel Corporation has been
doing during the 10 or 11 years of its existence.

We find that for the year 1910 it reports:

The total earnings of all lilts] roperties after deducting all ex-
penses incident to operations, including those for ordinary repairs and
maintenance (approximately $41,000,000), employees’ compensation
under bonus plan, provisional allowance for corporation excise tax,
and also interest on bonds and fixed charges of the subsidiary com-
panies, amounted to $141,054,754.51. y

Mr, SMOOT. From what page is the Senator reading?

Mr. CUMMINS. From page 5. The table then deducts from
that the following items:

Less charges and allowances for the following ‘?urposee. viz, sinking
funds on bonds of subsidiary eompanles, $2,176,041.81.

No one will elaim, of course, that in ascertaining the profit of
the corporation there can be deducted a sinking fund for the
purpose of retiring capltalization. When this company pro-
ceeds, as it has been proceeding, it- will after a few years out

of its profits have retired all of its outstanding indebtedness,
and therefore all its earnings will be applicable to the payment
of dividends upon its stock.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator recognizes the fact, however, that
the working capital provided for the subsidiary companies is
not included in the eapital stock of the company.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not know how the $25,000,000, which
was originally collected as working capital, is distributed, but
that does not make any difference. This company was or-
ganized and issued certain bonds. Its subsidiary companies
had theretofore issued certain bonds, and they constitute, to-
gether with this stock, the capital of the company; and it is the
policy of the company—and it is a wise enough policy, too—to
take out of its profits every year a sum fo pay off its bonds, or
create a sinking fund for that purpose.

I am not criticizing the fact that it is doing so.
analyzing its table to show what the real results are.
item is—
55?g:[;‘re«:mI:ion and extraordinary replacement funds, $22,140,-

An extraordinary replacement fund, as those words are used
by this corporation, really means a fund for additions to its
property. It is quite right that there should be a sum deducted
for depreciation, but there should be no sum deducted for an
extraordinary replacement fund; and the remainder of this
report shows that about $8,000,000 was used the year before
out of this fund for that purpose.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield
to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator wants to be accurate in
the matter., As I understand the extraordinary replacement
fund it is this: When machines are thrown out and others pur-
chased to take their place that is a replacement fund and not
an addition to the plant. Am I not correct in that?

Mr. CUMMINS. I think not.

Mr. SMOOT. That is-as I understand if, Mr. President.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think that is the application made
of it here, and if that were the application it would be al-
together wrong. The proper way in which to keep its books,
if that were done, would be to charge up to capital the value of
the new machinery in excess of the value of the old machinery
that was displaced. But that is not done by this company, and
it is not what this extraordinary replacement fund means.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield
to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I do not know anything about
what this replacement fund means, but it seems to me, if the
Senator is correct in his statement, it is for additions, and
the term *“replacement” is a misnomer, It can hardly be a
replacement, but it is an addition, it seems to me.

Mr. CUMMINS. That is quite true. If it simply used the
word “replacement” that would be quite understandable. It
must have had some purpose in using the words “ extraordinary
replacement ”; and if the Senator from Utah will go further
along in the report he will see what that means. I do not
wish to take up time in discussing it. The report shows what
it means exactly. It means that property that it does not want
to use any longer is thrown away and new property is put in
its place.

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understand it.

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly; and that is a capital account.
It is not an expense account. That is what I am suggesting.
I will not discuss it now with the Senator from Utah. He
knows just as well as I do that when worthless property or
property that is no longer desirable for use is taken out and
thrown away the value of the new property in excess of the
value of the old property, when new, ought to be charged to
the eapital account or construction account, and not to expenses.

Mr. SMOOT. I dispute that. I know that if a mill of any
kind uses a piece of machinery until it is worn out and it is
replaced, that should not be added to the capital stock of the
concern. If it did, the capital stock would increase immensely.
I do not think that the $22,000,000 found in the statement,
taking into consideration the immense amount of machinery
that the company has, is an extraordinary amount for repairs
or replacement of machinery worn out. Now, I do not—

Mr., CUMMINS. There has been $41,000,000 taken out for
repairs before this item is reached.

Mr. SMOOT. The life of a mill of this kind and many other
mills is not to exceed 10 years. Companies must take a part
of the profit each year to provide for replacements.

I am only
The next
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I am not going to discuss the question as to whether this is
too much or too little. I thought the Senator wanted to get at
the real purpose of a replacement fund. I do not believe that a
replacement fund should be charged to the expense account.

Mr. CUMMINS. Just a moment. Allow me——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has the

oor. -
Mr. CUMMINS. Allow me to answer the Senator from Utah
a moment. There is every year charged to the depreciation

fund a certain percentage of the value of- the entire property.
That depreciation fund, if properly apportioned, pays for the
property when it is worn out. The Senator from Utah knows
how it is done. If I do not know very much about the tariff,
I do know a good deal about construction accounts, for I have
been all my life in a professional way engaged in dealing with
them: and I know what is proper to be charged to a construe-
tion account or capital account, and what is proper to be charged
to a maintenance, repair, or expense account. This is the rule
which is adopted by every intelligent and honest corporation
with which I am familiar, and it is the rule adopted by this
corporation in everything save the extraordinary replacement.
It gives warning to the public and suggests just what it is when
it terms it an extraordinary replacement account.

If a railroad has a locomotive engine and it wears out and
it buys an engine twice as large to take its place, what does it
do? If it has kept no depreciation account, it charges the
original value of the engine displaced to expense and the added
value of the new engine to capital. If it has a wooden bridge
and finds it necessary to replace it with a steel bridge, it
charges the cost of the original bridge to expense of main-
tenance and the added value of the steel bridge to capital.

That is precisely what the United States Steel Corporation
does, and very properly does. But then it comes to a class of
replacements that do not come within that rule, and it calls
them extraordinary replacements. That is, if I correctly under-
stand the report, when it finds that it can make a little more
money out of a larger plant, a larger converter, a larger mill,
it scraps or sells the old mill, the old converter, and it then
charges up to extraordinary replacement the expense of build-
ing new and larger converters or other mills,

I have no objection to the company doing this, but I do have
very great objection when we are trying to ascertain what
profit the company is making to have such expenditures charged
up to the expenses of the corporation instead of to the capital
of the corporation. I proceed.

There is deducted also the payment for the interest upon the
B50-year 5 per cent gold bonds. That is right; $13,803,476.64;
also the interest upon the 60-year 5 per cent gold bonds of
$0,563,383.80. It then seeks to deduct from its net earnings
$§5,881,080.47 for the creation of a sinking fund upon its own
bonds. These bonds, just recited, it desires to retire some
time; they will be due some time; and therefore it creates from
year to year a fund which when these bonds mature will pay
them. It is creating a fund out of the profits which it from
year to year earns for that purpose, and not only does it charge
up the sinking fund itself, but it charged $1,831,080.47 for
interest upon bonds that are in the sinking fund. It then
charges $25,219,677 for the dividends on the preferred stock
and $25,415,125 for dividends upon the common stock, and after
all these sums are deducted from the net earnings there remains
a sum of $36,772,382.82,

Mr. GORE. That is velvet.

Mr. CUMMINS. My friend from Oklahoma says that is vel-
vet. That is a part of the velvet, but it is a small part. Now,
let us see just what this account would be if it were properly
reckoned. If we deduct or eliminate the item for the sinking
fund of the subsidiary companies and eliminate $8,000,000 of
the $22,000,000 of the extraordinary replacement—and that is a
very small estimate—and also eliminate the $5,000,000 and more
for the sinking fund of its own bonds, with their interest, and
eliminate the dividends upon its stock, just what would hap-
pen? We would have a net earning by this company for the
year 1910, after paying everything for operation, maintenance,
repair, and all the great wages of which we have heard so
~ much, and after paying all the interest upon its bonds, but

paying nothing upon its stock, of $103,464,315.47.

That is what this company did in 1910. The bonds of this
company represented substantially all its honest capital. There
never ought to have been any such amount of preferred stock
and there should have been no common stock whatever. What-
ever the American peoplé pay as dividends upon the preferred
and common stock is just so much that we can charge up to
our own negligence. I do not charge it half so much to the
avarice or the wrong of those who organized the United States
Steel Corporation as I do to the American Congress. Think of

it! If honest capital only had been recognized in that organiza-
tion and it had gone on and done as well as it has done for the
year 1910, after paying 7 per cent interest on half of it, 5 per
cent interest on the other half, it would have made $100,000,000
in excess of interest upon its capital.

Let us see how that would affect the price of its product.
Of the finished products of iron and steel during the year 1910
it sold 10,733,995 tons. If it made §100,000,000 more upon the
10,000,000 tons that it needed to have made in order to com-
pensate its real capital fairly and honestly, it could have sold
these 10,000,000 tons on an average of $10 per ton less than it
did sell the 10,000,000 tons for.

I do not pretend that this is mathematically accurate, because
there is in the product a small amount of spelter, a small
amount of sulphite of iron, and a large number of barrels of
cement, but the conclusion is accurate enough to enforce the
idea that I have in view. But suppose that we allow the pre-
ferred stock to represent honest value and take the dividends
upon it from the profit I have already named, we still have
$78,244,638 of profit, after making all the payments I have sug-
gested, leaving nothing unrewarded save the common stock;
and there is no man in America who will assert that the com-
mon stock of this great company represented anything what-
soever except the genius of the men who organized it and the
weakness of the law under which it was organized.

If we so diminish the profit, it still remains true that the
United States Steel Corporation could, in 1910, have sold its
entire product for substantially $7 a ton less than the price it
received and had good wages for its men, good maintenance for
its works, a good reward for its capital, and good promise for
the future.

Now, what do my friends on this side of the Chamber say
about that? What are you going to say to the American people
in the face of a showing of that sort All that you do say is
that is true that the United States Steel Corporation is un-
Justly and excessively protected, but it has a great many poor,
feeble associates that must be protected, even though it needs no
help. In a measure that is true. I have heard it said else-
where, but I am not one of those who believe, that the United
States Steel Corporation has no advantage over its competitors.
I think it has a very considerable advantage, I think that as
conditions now are it produces for less, taken as a whole, than
any of its rivals, although there are some things which it pro-
duces which it can not prod as cheaply as some of its com-
petitors. But will the Senafor from Utah say to the Senate
or to the country that the United States Steel Corporation camn,
upon an average, turn out its product for $7 per ton less than
can its competitors?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I certainly would not make any
such statement, because it would be absolutely untrue. The
Senator has been figuring upon the basis that there was just .
as much made on a ton of steel rails as there would be upon a
ton of highly finished product, because he has taken the total
product of all classes of steel made by the United States Steel
Corporation.

Further, I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact
that in all branches of business they have successful years and
lean years. The year 1810 was a very Successful year for the
United States Steel Corporation, while for the year 1911, fig-
uring exactly upon the same basis as the Senator has figured,
the amount of net income was $32,106,888.04 less than it was
for the year 1910. With 10,000,000 tons per annum produced,
that means in itself $3.20 less profit per ton made in the year
1911 than was made in the year 1910.

I say to the Senator that, of course, I would not claim the
United States Steel Corporation could make goods for $7 a ton
less than its competitors; that is out of the question. I would
also say that the comparison by the ton is not a fair comparison
upon which to base a reduction on any one item. I know the
Senator will agree with me there.

Mr. President, I could perhaps point out some highly finished
product made by the United States Steel Corporation where a
reduction of $3 or $4 or $5 a ton would not runin it, whereas as
to great quantities, many tons, if a reduction were made, it
would take off all the profit.

Mr, CUMMINS. Mr. President, my admiration of the skill of
the Senator from Utah inereases every time he addresses him-
self to this subject or to any other subject.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpecee in the chair),
Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Min-
nesota?

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield.

Mr. NELSON. I should be glad—I will put it in that form—
if Senators would give me information on this point: What
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has been the effect on prices since the Steel Trust was formed?
Have commodities which they manufacture and produce be-
come cheaper or have they become dearer since the Steel Trust
was formed? In the case of the Harvester Trust we farmers
know by experience what the result of that has been. For
our binders, our mowers, and all other agricultural machinery,
notwithstanding the combination, notwithstanding the redue-
tion in the cost of production and in the cost of marketing the
product, we have had to pay a bigger price than we paid
before the Harvester Trust was formed. Has that been the
case with the Steel Trust? I should like to hear something
on that point.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, answering the Senatcr from
Minnesota first—— :

Mr. WILLIAMS. Before the Senator goes to that—

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Before the Senator goes to that, and In
keeping with it, I will say I agree with the Senator that the
United States Steel Corporation has some advantage over most
other companies; but is not that advantage rather exaggerated,
in view of the fact that during the last three or four years the
so-called independent companies have been getting a larger and
larger and and the Steel Corporation has been getting a smaller
and smaller percentage of the total trade? They are in compe-
tition, as I understand, to some extent.

Mr., CUMMINS. I will answer the Senator from Mississippi
in turn. Replying to the Senator from Minnesota, I may say
that the United States Steel Corporation was the combination
of several existing trusts. I think that the prices on the
whole are higher than they were in 1901; certainly the prices
have been higher during the last 10 years than they were
during the 10 years before. It is impossible, I think, fo close
one's eyes to the fact that when in 1901 the United States
Steel Corporation came together, it absorbed several existing
- combinations, which, in and of themselves, had dominated the

industry in which they were engaged. For instance, the
American Steel & Wire Co., with which my friend from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Oriver] is very familiar, became a part of the
United States Steel Corporation. - I do not believe that the
price of wire was raised immediately after—possibly not at
all—the TUnited States Steel Corporation was organized, but
the American Steel & Wire Co.,, which was substantially a
monopoly, was organized in 1898 or 1899—1I think in 1888—
and the prices of some forms of wire which it manufactured
almost doubled immediately affer its organization, and the
United States Steel Co., I suppose, has maintained those
prices, although I am not sure about that.

Mr, NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do.

Mr. NELSON. I want to add, in that connection, from my
own experience and certain knowledge, that since they got
control of the barbed-wire business, the barbed wire has de-
teriorated, especially what we call their black or painted wire.
That, as well as the galvanized wire, has become of an in-
ferior quality. It is not to be compared in durability with the
wire we had 20 years ago. It will not stand heat or cold as
did the wire we had in the old times.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. OLIVER. I think I can give some information in reply
to the inquiry of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSoN].
I think that to-day the price of steel products is probably lower
than it was in 1901, but it is not so low as it was in 1809. I
do not think after the organization of the Steel Corporation
there was any material advance in prices over the prices which
had generally prevailed in the year or two preceding; but the
Steel Corporation has aimed to maintain—and I should like the
Senator from Iowa to listen to this, because I think he will
probably know something about it—what might be termed a
moderate or what they term a moderate level of prices, an
average level. But what the Senator from Iowa says about
the events of ihe two or three years immediately preceding is
correct. There had been combinations formed which did ad-
vance the prices. Nobody will maintain, Mr. President, that
the organization of the Steel Corporation or the combination or
consolidation of individual planis into great concerns is done
either for the purpose of reducing prices or has the effect of
reducing prices, nor, as I believe, will they contend that it is
for the good of the public.
thMl"? NELSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him

ere

Mr. OLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. NELSON. If that be true, what is the justification,
gthes on moral, ethieal, or legal grounds, for the creation of a

ust?

Mr, OLIVER. I am not trying to justify it. That is just
exactly what I am saying, that it would be far better for the
country, as I said the other day, if the business were.in the
hands of individuals and if each individual managed his own
plant and ran his own factory.

Now, I want to say a word with regard to deterioration in
barbed wire and in fencing wire. I think the deterioration to
which the Senator alludes dates further back than the organi-
zation of the Steel Corporation. It began some years before
the organization of the American Steel & Wire Co., but was
brought about by the efforts of the manufacturers to reduce
the quantity of zinc which they placed upon the wire, and
consequently they wiped the wire too close, and the coating is
not heavy enough to give it that protection against the weather
that it otherwise would have. I do not think that is neces-
garily chargeable to the combination. It was begun by indi-
vidual manufacturers.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, answering the inquiry of the
Senator from Mississippl [Mr. WiLLiaus], T suggest that, while
the United States Steel Corporation has the power to reduca
prices and, I think, very seriously injure its competitors, it has
been a benevolent despot, and I think it has bean in the minds
of those who have managed it that it would be wise if the inde-
pendents were permitted to grow, so as to maintain at least tha
appearance of a competition and rivalry that would shield the
Steel Corporation from the charge of monopoly or unfair treat-
ment of those engaged in the same business.

Mr, NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to
interrupt him there?

Mr. CUMMINS. Yes.

Mr. NELSON. The Senator is aware of the fact, I presume,
that it is the gospel of one of the candidates for the Presidency
to change the antitrust law and put all corporations under a
commission, which is to regulate them and fix prices and pre-
vent discriminations, as in the case of railroads. I should be
glad to hear the Senator’s views on that question.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I would be glad to respond
to the Senator from Minnesota if I dared to do so. The reason
I do not dare to do =o is because it would take so much of the
time that I desire to devote to the discussion of the tariff that
the Senate would become impatient. I may say, however, that I
am a believer in competition. I believe that the country can be
restored to fair and substantial competition. My views upon
that subject are rather accurately and somewhat comprehen-
sively set out in a bill that I have introduced and which is now
before the Committee on Interstate Commerce, If that com-
mittee shall be as diligent as I hope it will be, we may be able
to secure a report; and I will defer my remarks upon that sub-
Jject until the report comes in. [Laughter.]

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Samoor] was not quite ae-
curate—possibly, however, I may have misunderstood him—if in
his last suggestion he referred to 1911. If he did, he was in
error, according to my figures. If I were to recast the account
of the United States Steel-Corporation for 1911 in the same
way that I have pointed it out for 1910, the result would be
this: That, including dividends of 7 per cent upon the preferred
stock, the net earnings were $44,831,585.65, and excluding divi-
dends on stock, the net earnings were $70,051,262.65. The tons
produced were 9,476,248, If we exclude all dividends, there
could have been a reduction of $7 per ton upon the average
without injuring the capital of the company. If we include the
$25,000,000 of dividends, there could have been a reduction of
more than $4 per ton without impairing in any way the profit
upon the honest capital.

I instance, Mr. President, these results not for the purpose of
bringing them forward as guides for the establishment of tariff
duties, but to answer the oft-repeated statement that if we re-
duce these duties so that the present producers of iron and steel
are compelled to sell their product at a less price than they
now sell, somebody will go out of business—either the Steel Cor-
poration or the independents. There are abundant profits re-
maining after these prices are reduced; they are beyond the
amount that I suggested the other day when I said that we
conld save $100,000,000.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do.

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him

whether or not, in his judgment, it would decrease the volumé
of the business of the Steel Trust to adopt the suggestions in
his proposed amendrgent?




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1225

Mr. CUMMINS, I do not think it would increase the volume
of business of the Steel Trust.

Mr. HEYBURN. I asked if it would decrease the volume of
their business?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think it would have any effect upon
that particular matter. I think the Steel Trust can exterminate
its rivals if it desires to do it. I think it can do it under the
present duty, and I think it could do it under any reduced duty.

Mr. HEYBURN, The Senator thinks it would do it under a
reduced duty?

Mr, CUMMINS. I do not believe so.

Mr. HEYBURN. What would be accomplished, then, by an
adjustment of the duty on the articles that are controlled by
the Steet Trust?

Mr. CUMMINS, I would hope that the Steel Trust, fearing
that it might meet a formidable competitor from abroad, would
itself reduce the price of the articles and that its competitors
in this country would also reduce their price; and in that way
the people would receive or could receive some benefit from the
reduction in duties.

Mr. HEYBURN. Do you think they would reduce the cost to
the purchaser or the consumer and still maintain the volume of
business?

Mr, CUMMINS. I do. I think the tendency would be to in-
crease the volume of their business, rather than to decrease it.

Mr. HEYBURN. But the profit would be less.

Mr. CUMMINS. It might be less, but it would be ample,

Mr. HEYBURN, If they increased the volume that might
compensate for lessened profits.

Mr, CUMMINS. I thought the Senator was asking whether
the volume would be increased as compared with the business
done by independent companies.

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I mean in the abstract.

Mr. CUMMINS. T believe there would be an increase of busi-
ness, as there nearly always is an increase in the volume of
business when prices are reduced, simply because people are
better able to buy under reduced prices than they are with the
abnormal or unreasonably high prices.

I repeat what I said when interrupted by the Senator from
Idaho, that I am not using this as a measure of the duties.
I have other information, which to me is very much more con-
clusive and satisfactory and which I submitted to the Senate
upon a former occasion, with regard to the duties necessary to
protect this industry.

I am using these reports simply to show that the fear which it
was sought to create here, that if we reduce the duties the
United States Steel Corporation might exist, but that the inde-
pendents or smaller companies would have to go out of business,
is without foundation. I think I have shown beyond any rea-
sonable controversy that the prices in this country might be
reduced far beyond the reduction which I have proposed in the
doties and that still the independent or smaller companies
would earn enough on their capital to encourage them in still
further expanding their business,

Mr. HEYBURN. One more question, if the Senator will
permit.

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly.

Mr. HEYBURN. Would the Steel Trust in consideration of
their reduced profits reduce wages?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think so. The wages in this coun-
try are not determined by the profits of a particular industry.
The United States Steel Corporation pays no higher wages on
the whole than are paid by a rival corporation with much less
profit. I am not now inguiring whether the corporation is to
be blamed for not dividing its profits with its employees. That
is not the way business is carried on in this country, but I say
the wages of a particular enterprise or manufacturing concern
are not fixed with reference to the profits of that particular
concern. The wages are determined by the general standard of
life in our country, and so long as the United States Steel Cor-
poration or any other corporation engaged in that business can
make a fair profit eut of its production wages will not be re-
duced, of course. It would be charging them with inhumanity,
as well as charging them with want of intelligence, to believe
that wages would be reduced under those circumstances.

Mr. HEYBURN. I have here to-day heard them charged
with inhumanity.

Mr. CUMMINS. You have not heard the Senator from Iowa
charging them in tariff debate with inhumanity.

Mr, OLIVER. Before the Senator from Iowa departs from
the consideration of this matter I should like to have him
apply his reasoning to the case of the Lackawanna Steel Co.,
for instance, which last year showed an average profit, without
paying any dividends, of 11 cents a ton on its entire product.

Mr. CUMMINS. It would be utterly impossible for me to
apply it to the business of the Lackawanna Steel Co. I have
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never seen any report of that company. I have never analyzed
its work. I do not know anything about the sagacity or skill
of its managers. There is no business in the world that has
not its derelicts; there is no business that does not leave behind
it certain wrecks and failures, It is the history of business life
in the United States, I think, that 90 per cent of the men en-
gaged in independent business have some time during the
course of their business lives failed. At least I remember that
it is a very large perceniage. We can not guarantee by any
tariff law the capacity to carry on a great business in compe-
tition with other people.

Mr., OLIVER. I will say that the plant of the Lacka-
wanna Co. is the most modern. It has been built in the last 10
years, and completed in the last one or two years. It is located
in the city of Buffalo, on the lake, and it has every possible ad-
vantage of manufacture. I have never heard its management
criticized. But somehow or other it made only 11 cents a ton
last year.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to
me for a moment.

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from
New Hampshire,

Mr, GALLINGER. In view of the press of business to-mor-
row, which I need not enumerate, I move that when the Senate
adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning.

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope the Senate will not meet at that
hour.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not a debatable motion.

Mr. HEYBURN. I can express my dissent from the proposi-
tion. If I can not do it now, I will do it later.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAGE in the chair). The
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New
Hampshire, that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet
at 11 o'clock to-morrow morning. [Putting the question.] The
ayes seem to have it.

Mr. BACON. Let us have a division,

There were, on a division—ayes 28, noes 10.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is carried.

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr. CULBERSON. T suggest that the Chair put the question
again. Hands were held up on the other side of the Chamber
after the decision was announced.

Mr. GALLINGER. I object.

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask for the statement of the Chair with
respect to the call for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They were not ordered. Only
two or three supported the demand. The motion is agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. The regular order.

Mr. CUMMINS. I have now submitted all that I desire to
submit with respect to the collateral matter of profits as shown
by the report of the United States Steel Corporation, and if a
proposgition is subject to proof at all, I think I have established
that there can be a very material reduction in the prices of
these products without injuring the prosperity or taking away
the reasonable reward of those engaged in the business.

I now come to the reply which I intend to make to the argu-
ments submitted by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smootr] and
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Oriver]. I resiate my
proposition : That pig iron, which is the basic material of all
these preducts, ean be produced more cheaply or as cheaply in
the United States as in any other country of the world. I do
not in that statement include China. There are sporadic pro-
ductions in China which may fall under the cost of productions
in the United States. If the Senate believes that pig iron can
be produced as cheaply in this country as in any other country,
then it has only to determine the cost of converting pig iron
entering into the various commeodities to which a duty is to be
attached; and I want to explain to the Senate the basis of
the measure which I have submitted as a substitute for the
Democratic bill.

I have assumed that pig iron in the hands of various manu-
facturers in this country has cost them no more than pig iron
in the hands of their rivals in other countries. I am willing
to say to my brother Republicans that thereafter I will assume
that labor in our country costs twice as much as labor in com-
petitive countries. I do not believe it is true, for I believe that
in many of our operations, although we pay higher wages, the
labor cost is not greater than it is abroad. The reason of that
is that we do business upon a larger scale than any other coun-
try in the world. We make things therefore more cheaply than
any other country in the world so far as concerns the employ-
ment of machinery.

Let me restate what I said about the automobiles. There
is not a country in the world that makes as many automobiles
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as one single concern in the United States. I pause: I did
not state that accurately. There is one concern in the United
States which will make next year more automobiles than all
the manufacturers of any other country on the earth. That
company can employ machinery to an extent unknown else-
where. It ean make operations through machinery which are
utterly impossible to its rivals across the sea.

Just so with many forms of iron and steel. Our enterprises
are so much larger than they are abroad that they employ
machinery to so much greater advantage than can their com-
petitors that our labor cost, though the wages are higher, is
in many instances lower than the labor cost abroad.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. CUMMINS. Gladly.

Mr. NELSON. I interrupt the Senator from Iowa for the
purpose of inquiring whether it would not be agreeable to him
to have the Senate adjourn at this time, and he can resume
his remarks in the morning.

Mr. OCUMMINS. I do not feel like deciding that matter.
I have said to all the Senators who have asked me about it
that T rather expected to close to-night and that a vote would
be taken upon my amendment. But I did not anticipate then
that so much of the time would be occupied by interruptions.
It will require an hour at least for me to conclude what I
have to say upon the subject. I might compress it within three-
quarters of an hour, but that is not quite likely. Therefore
the Senate may do as it thinks wise, and I will be entirely
content.

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. CUMMINS, T yield to the Senator from New York.

AMr. ROOT. It is desirable that there should be an executive
gession for a very few minutes. The Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Curroam] was fatigued and went home, and he asked me when
he left if T would make the motion. If it suits the Senator
from Jowa, I will make that motion. _

Mr. CUMMINS. Under the present eonditions I do not feel
that T ought te control the matter, although it is very courteous
and kind on the part of Senators fo suggest that I may do so.
As T have said, whatever the Senate desires to do in that re-
spect will be agreeable to me, :

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yleld to the Senator from Virginia? i

Mr. CUMMINS. I do. ]

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I have no desire to ask a con-
tinuance of the session if the Senator from Iowa feels disin-
clined to proceed further to-night, but I am exceedingly anxious
to see progress made. I think it is the general sentiment that
we should get to a vote on the substitute before we adjourn
this evening, and I think with a little patience we might do
that and have the executive session too. TUnless the Senator
from Iowa feels the fatigue of speech and would prefer to dis-
continue, I would myself be very glad to see that much progress
made to-night.

Mr. CUMMINS. I never felt better in my life. I was about
to say never so fresh, but that might be misunderstood. There-
fore, whatever the Senate does, it must do without any regard
to me.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. If the Senator can stand the
fatigue of speaking, surely we can remain, and I hope the Sen-
ate will.hear him through and then vote on his stitute,

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Iowa will
proceed.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, if I am compelled to re-
state an argnment every half hour or 15 minutes, it will
greatly prolong my remarks. I am compelled to say again
that my amendment is based upon, first, the proposition that
pig iron can be produced as cheaply in the United States as
anywhere in the world ; second, npon the proposition that labor
costs twice as much In the United States as in any rival coun-
try. I am willing to allow every duty that will be found in
my amendment to be tested by that standard.

I would like to know if there is a Senator here who Believes
that we ought to make a tariff bill upon the hypothesls that
Iabor costs more than twice as much here as abroad; that is,
in the iron and steel industry. If there Is, then I intend to
satisfy even him, for while assuming that labor costs twice as
much here as abroad I have added in every case an additional
sum so that even the most captious of the protectionists would
not be able to quarrel with or question my results,

Nogv, I intend to ask your consideration to the table pre-
sented a few days ago by the Senator from Utah, the conclu-
sion of which is that the labor cost which enters into a ton
of pig iron is $4.50. That is true only in the sense that the
entire value of pig iron or the material which enters info pig
iron may be labor. There is a sense in which that can be
sustained. I remarked upon that the other day, and I do not
intend to repeat it. DBut I ask you to turn with me to the
table supplied to us by the Bureau of Corporations. We have
here a table, on page 16 of part 2, of the report that comprises
106,268,728 tons of iron ore mined during the period from 1902
to 1906. The average labor cost per ton of all these tons of
ore comprised in the table is 45 cents. We have here informa-
tion from the Marquette Range, the Menominee Range, the
Gogebie Range, the Vermilion Range, and the Mesabi Range,
and the labor cost is 45 cents; other mining cost s 37 cents;
the royalty is 25 cents; making a total at the mine on a ton
of ore of §1.07. The railroad freight upon each ton of ore is
67 cents. That has been reduced, but that is what it was
when this table was made. The Lake freight was 74 cents,
making a cost at the lower lake ports of $2.48. There is added
16 cents a ton for general charges, making a total of $2.64 a
ton at the lower lake ports.

Mr. SMOOT. That is for the ore?

Mr. OUMMINS. That is for the ore alone. Now, if the Sen-
ate will remember that carefully, I come forward to the next
table, and one upon which I eommented at very great length
before, namely, a table showing the cost of producing pig iron.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—

Mr. CUMMINS. Allow me to finish this thought, and then I
will gladly yield.

In that table the cost of the metallic mixture for a ton of the
highest priced pig iron is stated by the Commissioner of Corpo-
rations to be $7.30. T accept that. Now, let us see what that
includes. It includes the labor paid in the mines; it includes
the other mining expense; it includes the royalty; it includes
the rail freight; it includes the lake freight; it includes the
freight from the lake port to the furnace; and it includes the
general charges. Therefore the statement made in the table of
$4.50 for the labor cost in a ton of pig iron is misleading, or if
it is not misleading, it is not at all in conflict with the proof
that I submitted formerly that the metallic mixture for a ton of
pig iron cost $7.30.

Mr. SMOOT, I agree with the Senator.

Mr. CUMMINS. Very well.

Mr. SMOOT. Buf, if the Senator will allow me now, so that
I may understand just what his argument is based upon, I
should like to ask him if there is an item in the labor cost of
$4.50 that is reported by myself that is not absolutely correct.
The figures given by me are the actual figures that it cost the
manufacturers, and they pay that amount out in actual dollars
to labor for securing the conversion of ore into pig iron.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not know whether the
figures presented by the Senator from Utah are accurate or not.
I do not infend to question them, and thereforé I have not in-
vestizated them. My Intent is to show that they are immaterial
to the conclusion which I formerly attempted to enforce upon
the Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. The only object I had in presenting them was
to show that the actual labor cost from the time of beginning
to dig the ore until it is in pig iron is $4.50 a ton, and if there
is a difference of labor in this country of 50 per cent, then as
far as the labor itself is concerned the foreigner would have an
advantage of $2.25 a ton. In all the statements which I have
made to the Senate I have not stated that that was the exact
amount that should be imposed as a duty upon pig iron.

Mr. CUMMINS. I did not finish a sentence whieh I began a
ghort while ago when some one interrupted me. The Senator
from Utah is not only indefatigable in investigation and very
skillful in making inquiries, but he has the faculty of diverting
one's attention from the real point and absorbing him in some
curions and interesting excursion in another direction. I real-
ize his power in that respect. I think he made some impression
the other day upon the Senate when he announced that the
labor cost of a ton of pig iron was $4.50, and the conclusion he
sought to draw from it was that there ought to be at least
§2.25 per ton duty upon pig iron in order to prevent importa-
tion. But now—— ;

Mr. SMOOT. Everything else being equal.

Mr. CUMMINS. But everything else, Mr. President, is not
equal, and therein lies the whole fallacy of his argument. The
Senator from Utah in his address the other day did not show
everything else to be equal. He did not enter into the cost of
the material. He did not inguire into the many actual outlays
of the men at the furnace in order to secure enough ore and
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enough coke and other material to manufacture a ton of pig
iron. I am not blaming him for it, because he wants to defeat
my bill. I am afraid that he is much fonder of the Democratic
bill than he is of mine. If I have been correctly advised, he or
some of his associates, anyhow, intend in a negative way to
defeat my amendment by allowing the Democratic bill to pass.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. CUMMINS. However, I will not quarrel with him abcot
that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. CUMMINS. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think the Scnator went alto-
gether too far in intimating that I had withheld certain informa-
tion as to what the other articles that go into the production
of pig iron and steel rails cost in a foreign country.

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I did not suggest anything of that kind.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. I'resident, I can take the report as sub-
mitted by Mr. Charles M. Pepper, and he gives it as the infor-
mation that he collected while abroad, and show that England
herself claims that she is in a better position to produce pig
iron than America ever will be. I suppose the Senator has read
that report. It shows in detail why they have an advantage
over the American manufacturer. I presented that statement
to the Senate, and I believe that it is just as worthy of con-
sideration as any other statement reported by Mr. Pepper.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Utah has illustrated in
what he has just said my charge against him. He has now
drawn the Senate entirely away from the cost of producing
pig iron in this country to the cost of producing it abroad. I
had not come within an ocean’s width, so far as this argu-
ment at this moment is concerned, of reaching the cost of
making pig iron abroad. I call him back and I call the Senate
back to the subject I was discusSing, namely, the cost of pig
iron in the United States.

The Senator from Utah produced a table, in which it ap-
peared that the labor element in a ton of pig iron cost $4.50.
I did not accuse him of withholding any information. I did
say that he did not pursue the argument to its legitimate end.
I can not blame him for not making an argument against his
side of the controversy, but I am supplying the omission which
is found in his observations.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to say to the Senator
that I agree-with him entirely as to what it costs to produce
pig iron in this country. I take the Herbert Knox Smith report
and accept that report. The only difference between the Sen-
ator and myself is as to the amount of labor it takes to produce
a ton of pig iron. I do not take anybody’s report outside of the
man who pays the money, and it costs in labor $4.50 to take ore
from the ground and put it into pig iron. That is the statement
I made, and I do not hesitate to make it now, and I do not
hesitate to say that it can be proven by the books of the manu-
facturers of this country.

Now, the Senator says that the labor is 77 cents. That is
true from the metallic mixture to pig iron, if you do not take
into consideration any labor that goes into the handling of the
coke, or the limestone, or the other operating expenses, such as
steam, and items of that sort, every one of them requiring men’s
labor. Then 77 cents, as shown on that diagram, is true; but I
say again that to take the ore from the ground and put the ore
into a ton of pig iron, the labor of transforming it into that ton
of pig iron is $4.50. I can not make it any plainer than that.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Utah can have every op-
portunity that I can afford him to malce it just as plain as is
possible. T repeat that I do not know whether his table is cor-
rect or not. I have not investigated that particular phase of the
subject, and I make no assertion here that is not the result of
some fair study upon my part. I reiterate that it is utterly
immaterial, so far as the present controversy is concerned,
whether there is $4.50 of labor in a ton of pig iron or not.
What we are trying to do, if I understand our platform, is to
attach a duty that will measure the difference between the cost
of preduction at home and abroad.

Now, if the labor costs more here and the material costs less,
it might be still true that, although there was $4.50 of labor in
a ton of pig iron here and only $3 of labor in a ton of pig iron
abroad, nevertheless our ton of pig iron costs us less than it
costs our competitor in England or Germany or France. There-
fore I have brought this table to your attention again simply
to dismiss it. It makes no difference whether it is true or false.
I want to dislodge it from its place in the senatorial mind and
come back to a statement which my friend from Utahk admits is
true, namely, that in this country for the highest-priced pig iron,

the best pig iron that is made in the world, the metallic mixture

costs the man who puts it in the blast furnace $7.830. That in-
cludes the wages of the mine, the profits of the mine; it includes
the wages of the railway men, the profits of the railway com-
pany; it includes the transportation upon the Great Lakes and
the profits on transportation. Therefore, it would be almost
illogieal for us to concern ourselves about protecting this labor
which has already been paid by the American standard and
which altogether combines in it the sum of $7.30.

Now, what I have said of the metallic mixture is true of coke.
The labor of mining the coal, transporting the coal, turning it
into coke, and getting the coke to the blast furnace are all in the
item of $3.89; and so with the limestone. So that we are left
with the result, as admitted by the Senator from Utah, of Bes-

‘semer pig iron at a cost of $13.26 with the additional cost, which

means depreciation and general office expenses, of 75 cents, mak-
ing a total of $14.01; and that includes, as I demonstrated in
my former discussion, $1.79 for profit of intermediate companies,
that ought not to be taken into account in determining the cost
of pig iron. I therefore repeat, upon the showing formerly
made, that if we proceed to lay duties upon iron and steel, upon
the hypothesis that pig iron costs in this country.more than it
costs abroad, we will do violence to the truth; we will repudiate
the work of men whom we commissioned to make the investiga-
tion on our behalf or on behalf of all the people of the country,
and we will perpetuate a burden which has already grown so
grievous that the voters of the United States take every oppor-
tunity which they have of expressing their dissent from our
action or inaction in that respect.

I will not go further with regard to pig iron. If I have
proven that pig iron can be produced as cheaply in this country
as abroad, I will take up the next item.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator if
he will yield for a moment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr."CUMMINS. Certainly,

Mr. BACON. I think it is a very great imposition on those
of us who are constant in our attendance on the Senate day
after day and month after month that we should be required
to go through these extraordinary hours. Many of us have
been on duty since 10 o'clock this morning, and it is an impo-
sition upon Senators, in the absence of any great emergency,
that we should be required to remain here longer. Some of
us stay here all the time, and I do hope that the Senate will
allow the Senator from Iowa to suspend and resume his argu-
ment in the morning.

It is a very easy matter, Mr. President, if a Senator does not
stay in the Chamber, for him to accommodate himself to such
hours as are now forced upon us, but there are some Senators
who are constant in their attendance, and they ought not to be
subjected to such hardship in the absence of any necessity for it.

Some of us serve upon committees that require daily work.
If there are not regular committees in session, there are sub-
committees. I know the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor]
will bear me out in the statement, because I serve with him on
a-number of subcommittees. There is scarcely a morning that
we do not have this extra work to perform, and it leaves us no
time whatever for our office work. It was half past 2 o'clock
to-day before I even saw the inside of my office, and we have
got to meet here to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock.

I therefore ask, if I may be permitted to do so, that we now—
I do not desire to make a motion, because it should properly
come from the other side of the Chamber—that we now suspend
our labors, which have been protracted to-day. We have been
here six hours and a half, to say nothing of the other work we
have to do.

I want to say for myself that T do not shirk any labor. I
have, since the Senate met in December, never lost a day from
this Chamber; I have not only been here every day, but I have
been here all the time every day; and I am not shirking any
labor when I make this suggestion. I am simply saying that it
is more than we ought to be required to do when there is no
great emergency for it.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think most Senators here
are expecting a vote to be taken upon the substitute of the Sen-
ator from Iowa to-night., So I trust we shall stay here until
the Senator has finished his speech, and that we may then take
a vote. -

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, of course I have not made
any motion to adjourn; but I want to say that if Senators in-
sist that we shall remain in session at unusual times and un-
usual hours I shall also insist, so far as I can do so, that Sen-
ators shall all attend. It is an ungracious thing to be calling
for a quorum frequently—and I do not intend to ask for a call




7228

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MAy 27,

now—but starting to-morrow morning, if we have got to come
here at an unusual hour and remain after the usual hour, I
shall ask that all Senators bear their part of the burden.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, there are an unusual number
of Senators here now.

Mr. BACON. That does not speak very much for the number
usually present, then.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, as I said a while ago, I do
not intend to ask the Senate to adjourn in order te accommo-
date me. I appreciate the willingness of Senators to do so; but
I do ask them one thing, and that is that my remarks shall not
be interspersed every few minutes with a discussion with regard
to adjournment. If I am to go on until I finish, T shall try to
do so; but it is hardly fair to have constant recurrence to the
matter of adjournment.

Mr, OLIVER. Mr. President, before the Senator resumes, 1
should like to ask him a question. He expressed himself half
an heur ago as thinking that he might finish in three-guarters
of an hour. Almost half an hour has been taken up by inter-
ruptions, and T should like to have his opinion as to how much
Jonger he will take.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I can not answer that ques-
tion. I intend to present my amendment as fairly and fully as
I can, and the length of time I will consume depends wholly
upon the colloquies that may arise with my brother Senatfors
concerning various phases of the subject. I think, though, that
by 8 o'clock, anyhow, I shall be able to finish, even with the in-
terruptions which may occur.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does {he Benator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. BRISTOW. I understand the Senator from Iowa is
chairman of a subcommittee of a committee of the Senate
which has a hearing set for 8 o'clock to-night.

Mr. CUMMINS. That is true.

Mr. BRISTOW. There are to be other Senators there at
that hearing, and it seems to me, under the circumstances, we
ought to adjourn.

Mr. CUMMINS. It occurred to me that if I—

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I move that the Senate ad-

OuTT.
2 Ar. SIMMONS. Did T understand the Senator from Iowa to
say that he had another engagement?

AMr. CUMMINS. There is a subcommittee of the Judiciary
Committee which meets at 8 o'clock this evening. I did not,
however, have that in mind. -

Ay SIMMONS. If the Senator from Iowa himself desires
that we adjourn, I shall not interpose any objection.

Ar. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the motion is not debat-
able.

Ar. SIMMOXNS. If the Senator himself desires an adjourn-
ment, T will not object.

Ths PRESIDING OFFICER. The BSenator from Kansas
[Mr. BrisTow] has moved that the Senate adjourn.

Alpr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to call the Sen-
ator's attention fo the fact that the senior Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Curron] desires that there shall be a short executive ses-
sion held. Will the Senator object to having a brief executive
gession and then adjourning?

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. BRISTOW. I withdraw the .motion to adjourn, and
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive
business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session,the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, May 28, 1912, at 11 o'clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS.
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate May 27, 1912.
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
INFANTEY ARM.

Capt. John L. Hines, Nineteenth Infantry, to be major from
May 23, 1912, vice Maj. Stephen M. Hackney, Sixth Infantry,
retired from active service May 22, 1912.

First Lieut. A. Owen Seaman, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap-
tain from May 23, 1912, vice Capt. John L. Hines, Nineteenth
Infantry, promoted.

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS.

Second Lieut. Roy R. Lyon, Coast Artillery Corps, to be first
lieutenant from May 28, 1912, vice First Lieut. Willlam C.
Whitaker, detached from his proper command.

CHAPLAIN.

Chaplain Simon M. Lutz, Eighth Infantry, to be chaplain
with the rank of captain from May 1, 1912, after seven years’
service in the grade of first lieutenant, in accordance with the
provisions of an act of Congress approved April 21, 1004,

APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY,

Second Lieut. Lewis V. Greer, Fourth Cavalry, to be second
lientenant of Infantry, with rank from June 13, 1011,

Becond Lieut. John F. Wall, Eighteenth Infantry, to be sec-
ond lieutenant of Cavalry, with rank from June 13, 1911.

POSTMASTERS.
ALABAMA,
James L. Carwile to be postmaster at Ashland, Ala. Office
became presidential January 1, 1911.
John T, Stewart to be postmaster at Wylam, Ala, Office be-

came presidential October 1, 1910.
ARKANSAS.

Dan 8. Collins fo be postmaster at Foreman, Ark., in place of
Dan 8. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired May 23, 1912.

B. T. Luckey to be postmaster at Menticello, Ark., in place of
i\;a]z:rznie H. Savage. Incnmbent’s commission expired April 28,

Eva V. Moss to be postmaster at Barl, Ark., in place of Eva
V. Moss. Incumbent's commission expired April 28, 1812,

CALIFORNIA.

Charles C. Cockley to be postmaster at Calexico, Cal, in place
of H. H. Griswold, resigned.

FLORIDA.

Roy 8. Hanna to be postmaster at St. Petersburg, Fla., in
glai:slgr Roy 8. Hanna. Incumbent's commission expired April
: ' GEORGIA.

Harry 8. Edwards to be postmaster at Macon, Ga., in place
of ]E)[;g‘ry S. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired May
Y i

Julins Peacock to be postmaster at Vidalia, Ga., .in place of
Julins Peacock. Incumbent's commission expired Febrnary 27,
1912,

Albert N. Tamlin to be postmaster at Cave Springs, Ga., in
place of Albert N. Tumlin. Incumbent's commission expired
May 7, 1912.

INDIANA.

John W. Call to be postmaster at Gary, Ind., in place of John
W. Call. Incumbent's commission expired April 22, 1012
James 1. Carson to be postmaster at Hebron, Ind., in place of
James E. Carson. Incumbent's commission expired December
11, 1911 :
Charles Hosford to be postmaster at Cayuga, Ind., in place of
:(ligegge L. Watson. Incumbent's commission expired May 20,
EANBAS,

Theodore C. Conklin to be postmaster at Mulvane, Kans., in
place of Charles Hodgson, resigned.

LOUISIANA,

Levi P. Carter to be postmmaster at Bunkie, La., in place of
Levi P. Carter. Incumbent's commission expired May 14, 1912.

Robert A. Giddens to be postmaster at Coushatta, La., in
place of Robert A. Giddens. Incumbent's commission expired
May 14, 1912

Robert P. Halphen to be postmaster at St. Martinville, La.,
in place of Raoul J. Bienvenu. Incumbent's commigsion ex-
pired May 14, 1912 f :

Bernard Isaacs to be postmaster at Gueydan, La., in place of
Bernard Isaacs. Incumbent’s commission expired May 14, 1912,

Mildred P. T. Prescott to be postmaster at Lutcher, La., in
place of Mildred P. T. Prescott. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired May 14, 1912,

Lou E. Russell to be postmaster at West Monroe, La., in
place of Lou E. Russell. Incumbent's commission expired May
14, 1912,

W. M. Terry to be postmaster .at Welsh, La., in place of
W. M. Terry. Incumbent's commission expired May 14, 1912.

Claude H. Wallis to be postmaster at Houma, La., in place
of Clande H, Wallis. Incumbent's commission expired May
14, 1912,

Thomas M. Wells to be postmaster at Colfax, La., in place
of Thomas M. Wells. Incumbent’s commission expired May
14, 1912,

MASSACHUSETTS.

Gertrude L. Campbell to be postmaster at North Grafton,
Mass., in place of John F. Mitchell, deceased.
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MICHIGAN.

Ellsworth C. Corbett to be postmaster at Reading, Mich., in
place of Ellsworth C. Corbett. Incumbent’'s commission expired

" Marech 10, 1912.

Montague W. Ripley to be postmaster at Montague, Mich., in
place of Montague W. Ripley. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 22, 1912.

Charles N. 8pear to be postmaster at Pittsford, Mich.,, in
place of Charles N. Spear. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 13, 1912,

MISSOURL

Frank A. Hardin to be postmaster at Cabool, Mo., in place of
Fra;;k A. Hardin. Incumbent’'s commission expired March 10,
1912,

William H. Howe to be postmaster at Hardin, Mo., in place of
William Howe, resigned.

James I. Nichols to be postmaster at Breckenridge, Mo., in
place of George W. Goins. Incumbent's commission expired
April 28, 1912, :

NEW JERSEY.

Thomas J. Knight to be postmaster at Stanhope, N. J., in
place of Thomas J. Knight. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 24, 1912,

NEW MEXICO.

T. V. Shelpman to be postmaster at Nara Visa, N. Mex., in
place of George Bringle. Incumbent's commission expired May
26, 1912,

NORTH DAKOTA.

George F. Abelein to be postmaster at Anamoose, N. Dak., in
place of George F. Abelein. Incumbent's commission expired
April 29, 1912, -

Iver O. Fosse to be postmaster at Mayville, N. Dak., in place
of J. M. Stewart, resigned.

OHIO.

William J. Weirick to be postmaster at Loudonville, Ohio, in
place of Willinm J. Weirick. Incumbent's commission expired
-April 29, 1912,

OKLAHOMA.,

George C. Barber to be postmaster at Prague, Okla., in place
of George (. Barber. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28,
1912

PENNSYLVANIA,

Daniel M. Bennett to be postmaster at Bridgeville, Pa., in
place of Daniel M. Bennett. Incumbent’'s commisgion expired
May 14, 1912

Jared H. Buckbee to be postmaster at Elkland, Pa., in place
of Clark B. Bailey. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru-
ary 10, 1912,

Harry L. Cooper to be postmaster at Edinboro, Pa., in place
of Harry L. Cooper. Incumbent’s commission expired May 23,
1912, 5
John 8. Edmundson to be postmaster at Duquesne, Pa., in
place of John 8. Edmundson. Incumbent's commission expired
May 7, 1012,

Albert M. Ehart to be postmaster at Wayne, Pa., in place
of Albert M. Ehart. Incumbent's commission expired May 11,
1912,

Caroline E. Hall to be postmaster at Swarthmore, Pa., in
place of Caroline H. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 24, 1912,

Chauncey 8. Ickes to be postmaster at Boswell, Pa., in place
of Forrest L. Terrell. Incumbent’s commission expired April 6,
1012.

John Ieyshon to be postmaster at Farrell (late South
Sharon), Pa., in place of John W. Miller, resigned. (To change
name of office.)

John B, Mofiitt to be postmaster at West Brownsville, Pa., in
place of John B. Moffitt. Incumbent’s commission expired April
29, 1912

Louis F. Senn to be postmaster at Brackenridge, Pa., in place
of Charles E, King. Incumb it's commission expired January
9, 1912, -
w/ﬂ/moma. ;

W. J. Adams to be r .stmaster at Dillon, 8. 0, in place of
Thomas B. Husbands, eésigned.

Alonzo T. Folger to .= postmaster at Easley, 8. O, in place
of Alonzo M. Folger, res.gned.

A. W. Enight to be postmaster at Bamberg, 8. €., in place of
Joseph P. Murphy. Incumbent’s commission expired April 29,
1012,

TENNESSEE,

William B. Pickering to be postmaster at Carthage, Tenn., in
place of William B. Pickering. Incumbent's commission expired
May 15, 1912,

.

UTAH.

T. G. Wimmer to be postmaster at Greenriver, Utah, in place
of Thomas L. McCarty, resigned.

VERMONT.

Charles 8. Forbes to be postmaster at St. Albans, Vt., in place
of George T. Childs, deceased.

WISCONSIN.

Adolph H. Jessell to be postmaster at Birnamwood, Wis., in
place of Adolph H. Jessell. Incumbent's commission expired
May 14, 1912.

William Vanzile to be postmaster at Crandon, Wis,, in place
%Jﬂliﬂm Yanzile. Incumbent’s commission expired May 4,

CONFIRMATIONS,
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27, 1912
SURVEYOR oF CUSTOMS,

Samuel L, Daniels, sr., to be surveyor of customs for the port
of Burlington, in the State of Iowa.

PrOMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE.

Cadet Joseph Francis Farley, jr. to be third lieutenant,

Cadet William Patrick Kain to be third lieutenant.

Cadet David Patterson Marvin to be third lieutenant.

Cadet Floyd Jesse Sexton to be third lientenant.

Cadet Edward Mount Webster to be third lieutenant.

Second Lieut. of Engineers Lorenzo Chase Farwell to be first
lieutenant of engineers.

ProMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Commander Charles P. Plunkett to be a captain.

Gunner James A, Martin to be a chief gunner.

Lieut. Commander Powers Symington to be a commander,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Robert A. White to be a lieutenant,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank H. Roberts to be a lieutenant,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lewis D, Causey to be a lieutenant,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Henry G. Fuller to be a lieutenant.

Capt. Frank E. Beatty to be a rear admiral.

Second Lieut. Nedom A, Eastman to be a first lientenant in
the Marine Corps.

Second Lieut. Randolph T. Zane to be a first lieutenant in the
Marine Corps. .

PosSTMASTERS.

ALABAMA,
W. E. Bosworth, Lafayette,

GEORGIA,
Robert L. Williams, Griffin.

MISSOURI,

Wilbur J. Clark, Hamilton.
Louis Haeffner, Valley Park.
Percy P. Hummel, Laddonia.
John M. Mathes, Aurora.
Thomas B. Milton, Carl Junction.
Philip G. Wild, Spickard.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxbpay, May 27, 1912.

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol«
lowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, we realize that we have not lived to
the highest ideals in the past. We have done many things
which we ought not o have done and left undone many things
which we ought to have done. But a new day is before us.
Thou knowest our weakness, the foibles of human nature,
We pray for Thy forgiveness, that we may spend no time in
vain regrets, but with new zeal, energy, and courage we may,
press toward the mark for the prize of the high calling of God,
in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Sunday, May 26, 1912, was
read and approvedd.

CREEK INDIAN LANDS IN ALABAMA,

Mr. DENT. Mr, Speaker, I desire to call up the conferenca

report on the bill (H. R. 16661) relating to the Creek Indian

lands in Alabama.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference reporty
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The Clerk read the conference report as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 759).

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
16661) to relinquish, release, remise, and quitclaim all right,
title, and interest of the United States of America in and to all
the lands held under claim or color of title by individuals or
private ownership or municipal ownership situated in the State
of Alabama which were reserved, retained, or set apart to or
for the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians under or by viriue of
the treaty entered into between the United States of America
and the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians on March 24, 1832,
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom-
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate and agree to the same with an amendment
as follows:

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the
following :

“That the United States of America hereby forever relin-
quishes, releases, and quitclaims all right, title, and interest in
and to all the lands now held under claim or color of title by
individual or private ownership or municipal ownership and
situated in the State of Alabama which were reserved, retained,
or set apart to or for the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians or
any member or members thereof, under and by virtue of the
treaties entered into between the United States of America and
the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians on the 9th day of August,
1814, and at Washington on the 24th day of Marech, 1832, by
which all the lands of said Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians
east of the Mississippi River were ceded to the United States
of Ameriea, as well as all lands so situated in the State of
Alabama which may have been sold by the United States of
America or under the authority of the same for the benefit of
or in behalf of any Creek Indian or Indians, whether the con-
ditions or reservations of sales were complied with or not, and
whether or not patents were issued therefor by the United
States; and in cases where patents have not been issned under
the treaties aforesaid, the Commissioner of the General Land
Office and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall cause to be
made upon the records of their respective offices proper nota-
tions referring to this act and closing the cases: Provided, how-
ever, That nothing contained in this act shall be consirued to
affect or dispose of any right, claim, or title, if any, which any
Indian of said Creek Tribe, or his or her heir or heirs, may have
in or to any of said land.

“The true intent of this act is hereby declared to be to con-
cede and abandon all right, title, and interest of the United
States to those persons, estates, firms, or corporations who would
be the true and lawful owners of said lands under the laws of
Alabama, including the laws of preseription, in the absence of
said interest, title, and estate of the said United States.”

Amend the title by adding at the conclusion thereof the fol-
lowing: “and under and by virtue of the treaty between the
United States of America and the Creek Tribe or Nation of
Indians of the 9th day of August, 1814.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Scorr FERRIS,

S. H. DexNT, Jr,,
F. W. MoNDELL,
Managers on the part of the House.

CHARLES CURTIS,

P. J. McCumeEs,

W. J. STONE,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

The statement is as follows:

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Senate amend-
ment to the bill (H. R. 16661) to relinquish, release, remise,
and quitelaim all right, title, and interest of the United States
of America in and to all the lands held under claim or color
of title by individuals or private ownership or municipal
ownership situated in the State of Alabama which were re-
served, retained, or set apart to or for the Creek Tribe or
Nation of Indians under or by virtue of the treaty entered
into between the United States of America and the Creek
Tribe or Nation of Indians on March 24, 1832, submit the fol-
lowing report or written statement in explanation of the
effect of the act agreed upon and recommended in the accom-
panying report:

The bill as agreed upon is substantially a redraft of the bill
adopted by the House. While the form is somewhat changed,

the substance of the House bill is retained. The only sub-
stantial changes made are, first, the addition of the treaty
between the United States and the Creek Tribe of August 9,
1814, and, second, a proviso declaring that this act shall not
be construed to convey or dispose of the right that any member
of the Creek Nation may have to the lands deseribed in the bill,

This proviso, of course, adds nothing to the bill, since, as
originally passed by the House and as now agreed on in con-
ference, it is nothing more than a quitclaim on the part of the
United States. This, of course, could not have the effect of
disposing of the title of any third person.

The committee thought it necessary to include the treaty of
August 9, 1814, as well as that of March 24, 1832, because in
this treaty certain described lands in the State of Alabama
were ceded by the Creek Nation to the United States; but in
sald treaty there were certain reservations to certain chiefs
or warriors who had been friendly to the United States and
had taken an active part in subduing the Indians. This
reservation provided that upon voluntary abandonment of such
reservations by such chiefs or.warriors the right of possession
and occupancy should devolve to the United States. As this
treaty of 1814 is older by a good many years than the treaty of
1832, which was the treaty of cession of all the lands, and as it is
the evident purpose of the Government not to assert any right
itself to reservations made so many years ago for and on behalf
of the Indians, and in order to fully seitle the title to such
reservations in the State of Alabama, so far as the Government
is concerned, it was thought best to include this treaty of
August 9, 1814, in the bill

The incorporation of this treaty in the body of the bill neces-
sitated, of course, a change to this extent in its title.

Scort FERRIS,

S. H. De~NT, Jr.,

F. W. MoNDELL,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague, the gentle-
man from Alabama, Mr. CLAYTON.

Mr. CLAYTON. Before I proceed, I ask that the bill H. R.
16661 as it passed the House be read, so that the House will
see that the bill which has been agreed upon by the conference
committee is almost in langnage exactly as it originally passed
the House. Certainly it is the same in substance, with no mate-
rial change except the treaty of 1814 has been added.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

An act (H. R. 166061) to rellnquish, release, remise, and quitelaim all
rlfht. title, and interest of the United States of America in and to
all the lands held nnder claim or color of title by individuals or private
ownership or municipal ownership situated in the State of Alabama
which were reserved, retained, or set apart to or for the Creek Tribe
or Nation of Indians under or by virtue of the treaty entered into
between the United States of Amerlea and the Creek Tribe or Nation
of Indians on March 24, 1832,

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States of America hereby for-
ever rellnguish, release, remise, and quitclaim all right, title, and inter-
est in and to all the lands now held under clalm or color of title by
Individuals or private ownership or municipal ownership and sitnated
in the State of Alabama which were reserved, retalned, or set apart to
or for the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indlans, or any member or members
thereof, under or by virtue of the treaty entered into between the
United States of America and the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians
at Washington on the 24th day of March, 1832, by which all the lands
of the sald Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians lylng east of the Missis-
sippl River were ceded to the United States of America, as well as all
lands =o situated in the Btate of Alabama which may have been sold
?g the United States of America or under authority of the same for

e benefit of or on bhehalf of any Creek Indian or Indians, whether the
conditions of such reservation or sales were complied with or not, and
X}mﬂ}ﬂ or not patents were issued therefor by the United States of

merica.

The purpose and intent of this act is to estop the United States of
America from now or hereafter as.sertinﬁ :m‘lvJ claim whatever to the
lands now held under claim or color of title by individuals or private
ownership or municipal ownership and situated in the State of Ala-
bama which were reserved or set ugart under the said treaty to or for
the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians, or any member or members
thereof, in any manner or upon any condition whatever, as well as all
lands so situated in the State of Alabama which may have been sold
by the United States of America or under authorlsy of the same for
tge benefit or on behalf of any Creek Indian or Indlans, whether pat-
ents were issued therefor or not. :

The true intent of this act is hereby declared to be to concede and
abandon all right, title, and interest of the United States to those

rsons, estates, firms, or corporations who would be the true and lnw-

ul owners of said lands under the laws of Alabama, Including the lnws
of prescription, in the absence of sald interest, title, and estate of the
sald United States.

That as to all of the lands reserved for the Creek Indians under sald
treaty of March 24, 1832, which have not been patented, the Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office and the Commissioner of Indlan
Affalrs shall cause to be made upon the records of their respective
offices proper notations referring to this act and closing the cases.

Mr, CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill, ¥I. R. 16661, was
originally prepared by me, after conference with my colleagues,
Messrs. DEXT, BrackmoN, and HEFLIN, representing the dis-
tricts in Alabama where lie most if not all of the lands which
are involved in the original Creek Indian treaty.
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This bill passed the House substantially in the form in which
it is now presented by the conference report and substantially
as just read.

When the bill went to the Senate it was not understood over
there, and never was understood by the Senate until my ecol-
league Mr. DNt went into conference with the Senate con-
ferees, and finally persuaded the Senate conferees fo adopt the
House view of this matter,

After we passed this bill through the House, the Senate
passed and sent over here the bill which sought to provide for
the issuance of patents to the landowners down there, taking
the view that that was a complete remedy and was all that
wonld be necessary to afford relief to the landowners in Ala-
bama., Of course, that was no remedy at all. It was worse
than no remedy. It opened up troublesome questions and put
the matter in far worse shape than if no legislation at all were

But after the Senate were acquainted with the correct view of
the matter, which was fully developed in the hearings had be-
fore the House Committee on the Public Lands, in which hear-
ings my colleagues, Messrs. HerLiN, Brackmox, DEeENT, and
myself participated, the Senate has come to the House view, and
has adopted in most particulars the language and substance of
the House bill, and have added the treaty of 1814, which I think
is well fo be added. That treaty of 1814 does not seem to affect
any lands in the districts of the Representatives who partici-
pated in the hearings of the House, but it does perhaps affect
some of the lands in another district in Alabama, and we have
no objection to making the bill cover the treaty of 1814. Of
course, the title should be amended to conform to this one
amendment.

This bill, H. R. 16661, was amended in the Senate on March
16 by striking from it all after the enacting clause and insert-
ing in lieu of the bill stricken out the following:

That the United States hereby relinguishes all of its rlght. title, and
interest in and to the lands set apart or allotted to the Indlans under
the Choctaw treaty of Beptember 27, 1830, and the Creek treatiy of
March 24, 1832, and the Secretary of the Interfor is authorized to issue
patents, withont awaiting a]gpllcatlons therefor, to those shown by the
records of that department to be entitled thereto: Provided, That this
act shall not be construed to affect any right of the ortgfnal Indian
owners of said land or their heirs.

The insuperable objection to this Senate substitute or amend-
ment is that the records and original papers in many cases
involving different parts of these lands, have been either de-
stroyed by fire, or otherwise lost, during the stretch of years
constituting three-quarters of a century or more; and under
this Senate amendment no relief would be afforded to the own-
ers of these lands. My colleagues, Messrs. DENT, HEFLIN, and
BrackmoN, made this clear in the hearings before the Commit-
tee on Public Lands on January 10 and 16, 1912. So I affirm,
Mr. Speaker, without the fear of successful contradiction, that
the Senate amendment would afford no relief to the landown-
ers, but would keep alive the existing uncertainty or cloud upon
their title, and would undoubtedly permit the Government to
maintain suits for many parts of these lands. The bill as it
passed the House and as agreed upon by the conferees quit-
i:laims all right and title of the United States to all these
ands.

Of course, as I explained to the House when this bill origi-
nally passed here, the United States has no title to any of these
lands except the techmical title, founded upon the fact that
patents had not issued years ago when they should have been
issued.

Another change that was made in the House bill was this:
The House bill contained, on page 2, line 15, the statement
that the United States is estopped. That was precautionary
and was a reiteration, in effect, of what was sald in another
part of the bill. The House conferees yielded to what is, I think,
a fastidious nofion, and struck out those, it may be, unneces-
sary words. I am gratified to be able to state that the bill as
originally suggested, drawn, and advocated, to afford relief to
the people in Alabama in accordance with the plan suggested
by my colleague and myself, has finally met with the intelll-
gent consideration and approval of the Senate. [Applause.] I
therefore move the adoption of the conference report.

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to
the gentleman from New York?

Mr. CLAYTON. With great pleasure.

Mr. PAYNE. I understand the gentleman to say that the bill
reported from the conference is substantially the same as the
original House bill?

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes.

Mr. PAYNE. But that the principal change is a reenactment
of the treaty of 1814.

Mr. CLAYTON. That was one of the changes,

Mr. PAYNE. I understood that was the principal change.

Mr. CLAYTON. I think that may be said to be correct.

Mr. PAYNE. What is the treaty of 1814, and what is the
reason for reenacting it now?

Mr. CLAYTON. My colleague, Mr. DENT, desires to answer
that question.

Mr. DENT. We do not reenact the treaty of 1814; we simply
include the land described in the treaty of 1814 as well as the
land described in the treaty of 1832, because both treaties were
made between the Government of the United States and the
Creek Tribe of Indians and relate to the same subject matter.
The treaty of 1832, which included all the lands east of the
Mississippl River, might have been sufficient; but, as a maiter
of precaution, we also described the lands in the former treaty.

Mr. PAYNE. I understood the gentleman from Alabama to
say that the other amendment is principally a choice of language
between the House bill and the Senate.

Mr. DENT. That is all.

Mr. CLAYTON. The Senate in the main used substantially
the House language. The Senate entirely receded from its po-
sition. The little bill or amendment which the Senate proposed
when this bill went over there was entirely abandoned, becanse
that bill or amendment was futile in its nature and afforded
no relief. I am glad to say that the Senate, in its superior
wisdom and exalted patriotism, rose to the occasion and
adopted in substance the House bill.

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that the same spirit of exalted
wisdom, and so forth——

- Mr. CLAYTON. Patriotism, if you please, and not ““and so
forth.” The Senate is never actuated by “and so forth,” but
by patriotism. [Laughter.]

Mr. PAYNE. And the gentleman thinks that the other
amendment does not change the original bill?

Mr. CLAYTON. If does not. At least, Mr., Speaker, the
Members of the House from Alabama are glad o get the relief
afforded by this bill, and we think it is a relief that the House
originally said that the people in Alabama were entitled to.

Mr. PAYNE. Of course I know that the gentlemen from
Alabama would take care of their constituents. What I was
looking after was the interest of the United States a little bit

Mr. CLAYTON. The United States has not suffered.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly.

Mr. CANNON. I am not particularly familiar with the bill
or the conference report. I see the conference report is signed
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. Dent], and the gentleman from Wyoming
[Mr. Moxperr], and also by the three Senate conferees. If
I undérstand the case, this conference report when agreed to
will release not a real claim that the United States has——

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. CANNON. But what is supposed by some to be a claim
of a legal title that in fact the United States does not own
and does not interfere in any way between individuals that
have the title by setting up any such claim of title; that is,
the parties litigate and settle between themselves. In this legis-
lation the United States says, in effect:

We quitclaim any real or coneeivable interest that the United States
has in those lands.

Mr. CLAYTON. I may say fo the genftleman from Illinois
that if T had studied over the case a month how to express it in
a sententious way, fully and clearly, I could not improve upon
the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. CANNON. I gathered from what the gentleman said——

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman compliments me, and I am
glad my utterances have been so well understood.

Mr. CANNON. I also understand that the gentleman spoke
of reenacting these treaties, which were modified by the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. DeExT]. Now, there is nothing in this
bill, aliunde the matters just referred to, but a quitclaim on the
part of the United States to these lands, and nothing that
would entail any obligation whatever upon the United States,
and nothing upon which to base a claim on the part of any
Indian tribes or any individual or anybody else.

Mr. CLAYTON. There is no such elaim on the part of the
United States nor anybody else, nor can there be growing out
of the old treaties or the legislation. It is simply to clear up
the title in these lands that these people in Alabama have held,
for the most part undisturbed in occupation and cultivation, for
76 years. There is no pretense but that they are the bona fide
owners. There are happy homes on many of these lands, and
some of our towns and villages are situated on some of these
lands. It was never dreamed that anybody would assert any
claim to them until about a year or so ago, when some action
was brought by a district attorney down there which I do not
think met with the approval of the land department.
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Mr., CANNON. The gentleman's statement is entirely satis-
factory to me.

Mr. CLAYTON. Under the leave to print I insert in the
Recorp the following report made by my colleague [Mr, DENT]
on this bill when it was originally before the House:

[House Report No. 357, Sixty-second Congress, second session.]

TITLE TO CREEK INDIAN LANDS IN ALABAMA,

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the
following report to accom :m{i House bill 16661 :

The Committee on the Publiec Lands, to which was referred the bill
(H. R. 16661) to relinquish and quitclaim the title and interest of
the United States in and to lands formerly owned by the Creek Tribe
or Nation of Indlans in Alabama, having met and carefully considered
the same, together with the facts furnished by the office of the Com-
missioner of Public Lands and that of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, as well as other testlmonga ven at hearings had by the com-
mittee, respectfully recommend t the said Dbill do pass with the
following amendment, to wit.

At the end of line 26, page 2, add the following paragraphs:

“The true intent of this act is bereby declared to be to concede and
abandon all right, title, and interest of the United States to those per-
sons, estates, firms, or corporations who would be the true and lawful
owners of said lands ucder the laws of Alabama, including the laws of
prescription, in the absence of said interest, title, and estate of the
sald United States.

“That as to all of the lands reserved for the Creek Indians under
said treaty of March 24, 1832, which have not been patented, the Com-
missioner of the General Land Office and the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs shall cause to be made upon the records of their respective
offices proper notations referring to this act and closing the cases.”

By a treaty entered into between the Government of the United
Biates and the Creek Nation or Tribe of Indians on Mareh 24, 1832,
(7T Stat. L., 366) the said Creek Tribe of Indians ceded to the United
States all of their land east of the Mississippl River. A further
treaty entered into between the Government of the United States and
the said Creek Nation or Tribe of Indians on the Tth day of August,
1856 (11 Stat. L., 699), confirmed the cession ‘of these lands. There
were certain reservations in the original treaty on behalf of the chiefs
of tribes, the heads of familles, and orphan children. Articles II, III,
1V, and VI refer to these reservations, and are as follows:

“ART. II. The United States engage to survey the sald land as soon
as the same ean bhe conveniently done, after the ratification of this
treaty, and when the same is surveyed to allow 90 principal chiefs of
the Creek Tribe to select one section each, and every other head of a
Creek famlly to select one-half sectlon each, which tracts shall be re-
served from sale for their use for the term of five years, unless sooner
disposed of by them. A census of these parsons shall be taken under
the direction of the President and the selections shall be made so as
to include the improvements of each person within his selection, if the
same can be so made; and if not, then all the persons beionglng to the
same town, entitled to selections, and who ean not make the same so
as to include their improvements, shall take them in one body in a
proper form. And 20 sections shall be selected, under the direction of
the President, for the orphan children of the Creeks and divided and
retained or sold for their benefit as the President may direct: Pro-
pided, however, That no selections or locations under this treaty shall
be so made as to include the agency reserve.

“Arr. I1L. These tracts may be conveyed by the persons selecting
the same fo any other gemﬂns for a fair consideration, in such manner
as the President may direct. The contract shall be certified by some
person appointed by the President for that purpose, but shall not be
valid till the President approves the same. A title shall be given by
thke United States on completion of the payment.

“ART. IV. At the end of five years all the Creeks entitled to these
selections, and desirous of remaining, shall receive patents therefor in
fee simple from the United States.

“ArT. VI. Twenty-nine sections in addition to the foregoing may be
located. and patents for the same shall then issue to those persons,
being Creeks, to whom the same may be assigned by the Creek Tribe.”

These reservations were to be disposed of by sthe chlefs and heads
of famlilies within a perlod of five years from March 24, 1832, by
grlvste sale, subject to the approval of the President of the United

tates, The sections reserved for the orphan children were to be
retained or disposed of for their benefit under the direction of the
President. There were further provisions to the effect that at the
end of the flve years all the Creeks entitled to select these reservations
and desiring to remain in Alabama should recelve tents therefor
from the United States. It further appears that by the act approved
March 3, 1837, the President was authorized to sell all of the reserva-
tions remalnjn% unsold on the 4th day of AF;H. 1837, at publie
aunction In the Creek country and to cause patents to be issued. This
eale was made.

In the opinion of the Department of Justice, it Is held that whatever
may have n the title o? the Indians prior to the expiration of the
five-year period fixed by the treaty of March 24, 1832, all claim, right.
title, amfe inferest of the Indians were, after that, divested out of
them.

Representatives of the Land and Indian Offices who appeared be-
fore the commitiee state that there were about 990 cases Involved
in which purchases had been made in good faith and the money pald
but patents were for some reason not issned. They further stated
that out of the total number of cases the record disclosed only 14
which did not appear to have a perfect contract right under the law,
and that, even in those cases, a further Investigation would probably
disclose that the original purchaser had bought in good falth. These
lands, for the most part, were bought more than T0 years ago; and
the present clalmants have been in bona fide, open, and notorlous

ssession, paying taxes thereon, during a long period of time—elther
v themselves or through those under whom they claim.

During all these years these lands have not heen treated as a part of
the public domain. They have not been subject to homestead entry.
All of these people who own and occupy these lands have believed that
they had a perfect right to them; and none of them had any thought
to the contrary until just prior to a recent action of ejectment which
was brought by the Government against the holder of one of these
tracts. The Government of the Unlted States has no equitable right
or title to these lands. At most, it has merely a techniecal legal tftla
owing to the fact that patents. which ought to have heretofore
issned, have not been Issued. And it is proper to say in this conneec-
tion that even this merely technical title has not been attempted to be
nmrt?ud by the Government during the lapse of about three-quarters of
a century. 3

In view of the fact that the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians have
not any title whatever left in them, your committee is of the opinion
that the Government should guitelaim whatever title remains in it.

In other words, the commiftee is of the opinion that, so far as the
Government of the United States is concerned, there should be a
complete relinguishment of its title. .

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The conference report was agreed to.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation
bill (H. R. 24565).

The SPEAKER. Before the Chair puts this motion he thinks
it is proper to all concerned to make a short statement about
the condition of affairs. This is District day, and the chair-
man, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jouxsox], is anxious
to go on with the business of the District, and of course the
District business ought to be attended to and must be attended
to; but there is a general agreement among Members on both
sides of the House to press matters before Congress at this par-
ticular juncture so as to get rid of the four appropriation bills—
the naval appropriation bill, the Military Academy, the sundry
civil, and the general deficiency bills.

By recognizing the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PapcerT]
toc make this motion, it is understood on the part of the Speaker
and everybody concerned, that as quickly as we can get these
appropriation bills out of the way, the District of Columbia
Committee shall have its full day, and as far as the Chair is
concernecd, he is inclined to say if it takes more than one day
that committee shall have time enough to get the necessary
District business concluded.

This statement is made for the benefit of the Members of
the House and for the benefit of the District Committee and
for the benefit of the newspapers in the city of Washington, so
that there will be no misunderstanding about it, and that every-
body may know that there is no disposition to sidetrack Dis-
trict business.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, suppose the present appropria-
tion bill be completed to-morrow or Thursday or Friday, and
there be no other appropriation bill ready, what then would
happen under the rules of the House? 7

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that if it did
not happen to be Calendar Wednesday the House would give
unanimous consent that the District Committee might have its
day.

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, T would suggest that there is
an appropriation bill now on the calendar, the Military Acad-
emy appropriation bill, which is ready to be taken up.

Mr. CANNON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Ken-
tneky [Mr. JouxsoxN] that he ask unanimous consent that wheu
this bill is concluded a day should be then given to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia, net to interfere with con-
ference reports or appropriation bills, or any day that might
come, except Calendar Wednesday. Then the agreement would
be made. :

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoon] felt constrained
a few days ago to object to such a request made on behalf of
the Committee on Pensions, I shall at this time be obliged to
object.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there will not be any
difficulty about it.

Mr. CANNON. Then, let us exclude pension day also.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We might be tied up with a number of
other matters.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am interested in District

business, and I propose to ask unanimous consent that on the ,

completion of this bill the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia shall have a day, not to interfere, first, with pensions;
second, with appropriation bills or conference reports and, of
course, Calendar Wednesday-or unanimous-consent day, if that
is desired.

Mr. FOSTER. If these are all included does the gentleman
think there will be anything left?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, for the reasons stated a
moment ago, I shall object.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, that the House xesolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for
the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the naval appropriation bill (H. R. 24565).

—
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« The Clerk read as follows: i

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to aban-
don and dispose of the naval reservations at San Juan and Culebra,
P. R.; Port Royal, 8. C.; New London, Conn.; and Sacketts Harbor,
N. Y., and to transfer such property, machinery, and other material as
may be of use in the Naval Establishment to other navy yards and
stations ; and be Is further authorized and directed to dispose of the
real estate in the manner most advantageons to the United States
Government, and shall report to Congress the disposition of said mate-
rial and real estate at its next regular sesslon: Provided, That the real
estate comprising the naval reservations at San Juan and Culebra, P. R.,
shall be transferred to the civil government of Porto Rico.

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I desire to
amend lines 20 and 21, page 37, by striking out the words “ Port
Royal, 8. C.” -

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on
the paragraph. ’

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman
from South Carolina that his amendment is not in order until
the point of order has been disposed of.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, if there is no statement to be
made in regard to it, then I make the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is subject
to a point of order. It clearly comes within the rule. It is a
matter of economy, getting rid of what we suppose to be un-

- necessary and expensive yards. This is to cut down the ex-

pense of maintenance. I think it is clearly not subject to a
point of order.

I have some other things to say with reference to the amend-
ment, when the point of order is disposed of.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa please
state the grounds of his point of order?

Mr. GOOD. It is new legigiation, It might be said to be in
the interest of economy if the Government in this bill author-
ized the sale of all of its battleships, but it would be new legis-
lation.

Mr. PADGETT. But new legislation is in order now.

Mr. GOOD. The Holman rule can not be stretched into any
such construction as that. This is authorizing the Secretary
of the Navy to dispose of a great deal of land—a great many
different sites.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, under the rule legislation is
now in order on appropriation bills, if the direct effect of it is
to economize and reduce expenses. The Committee on Naval
Affairs has jurisdiction of the matters proposed to be legislated
upon, and I want to state that the department has recom-
mended this action, but has modified it with reference to a part
of it, which, when we reach the question of the amendment,
I shall take up. :

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the gentleman state how far this modi-
fleation goes?

Mr. PADGETT. I have a letter here from Acting Secretary
of the Navy Winthrop, stating that Port Royal, 8. C., be made
a detention and training camp——

Mr. HIGGINS. Is that the only particular in which the
department has changed its recommendations?

Mr., PADGETT. That is the only one they have communi-
cated to me. I will state, however, to the gentleman that I
understand that the gentleman has a suggestion he wants to
make in connection with New London.

Mr. HIGGINS. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. PADGETT.  Which perhaps will address itself to my
favorable consideration. .

The CHATRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The gentle-
man from Iowa [Mr. Goop] makes the point of order against
the paragraph on the ground that it is new legislation. Under
section 2 of Rule XXI, one provision is that a provision in a
bill reported by a committee shall be germane and also shall
in its effect retrench expenditures. The Chair is of opinion,
according to the plain meaning of the paragraph which in its
effect directs the abandonment and disposal of certain naval
reservations, would be a retrenchment of expenditure, and there-
fore comes within section 2 of Rule XXI. The point of order is
overruled.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I ask to
have my amendment reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, lines 20 and 21, page 37, by striking out the words *“ Iort
Royal, 8. C.”

" Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I trust that
the commitiee will accept the amendment, because it is evident
that the item is included in this bill through a misunderstanding
as to the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy. It is
truoe that several years ago the Secretary recommended that Port
Royal, together with other naval stations, be abandoned, and in
the absence of congressional authority the department proceeded
to “atarve out” the station. I am informed that all the ma-
chinery and property which might be of service to other naval
establishments has already been transferred and nothing but

the real estate is left. Since this recommendation was made by
the Secretary, in fact, during the past year, the Secretary of
the Navy decided to utilize this building for the purpose of
establishing disciplinary barracks. For this purpose the build-
ings were put in shape at some expense, and several hundred
men are now confined there. To sell this property under these
circumstances would mean that it would be sold at a sacrifice
and the Government be put to the expense of erecting new
buildings for the same purpose at some other place. I believe
that the Secretary has to-day written the chairman of the com-
mittee asking him to amend the bill as I have suggested, and.
in the interest of economy, I ask that his suggestion be accepted
and my amendment adopted.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr., Chairman, some time ago the depart-
ment recommended the discontinuance and disposition of these
DPlaces together with others, and the committee included these
places, but I am in receipt of a letter from Mr. Winthrop as
Acting Secretary of the Navy stating that recently the depart-
ment has established a disciplinary barracks there or a train-
ing school for minor offenses, a kind of ceformatory institution,
so instead of sending sailors to prison they go to a reformatory
or training school there and thereby it saves them the odium
of a prison sentence. I think it is a good matter and I ask to
insert this letter in the Recorp and that the amendment offered
by the gentleman be agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks by inserting a letter
in the Recorn. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The letter is.as follows:

DEPARTMEXT OF THE NAvY,
Ormt:ﬁ'grmrni; Szc;}nmgr, .
Hon. L. P. PADGETT, sealsl i o

Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. .

My Dmsr Mgr. CHAIRMAN: In August of last year the department
established a disciplinary barracks at Port Royal, 8. C., for tge deten-
tlon and training of enlisted men, both in the Navy and Marine Corps,
found guilty of minor military offenses. It had for some time con-
sidered that it was not right fo punish by prison sentence men guilt
of certain offenses which were due to thoughtlessness, ignorance, or laci
of training rather than to an{ vicious instinet. It is the intention of
the department fo return to the Navy such of the detentioners at Port
Rloyal as demonstrate their fitness for serviee in the Navy. In other
:lvordis, Port Royal is intended to be a corrective Institution rather than

rison.

ke number of detentioners in the barracks on May 18 was 267, but
a far larger number, of course, have been sent there since the estab-
lishment of the barracks in August last. Thus far the plan has proved
a success, and 1 consider it desirable to continue this station as a dis-
cipn‘ngr,v barracks. I therefore request that the words “ Port Royal,
8. C.” be stricken from the naval bill where they appear on page 37,
lines 20 and 21,

Sineerely, yours, BEERMAN WINTHROD,
Acting Secretary of the Navy.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out the words “ New London, Conn.,” where they appear on page
37, line 21.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 37, liae 21, strike out the words “ New London, Conn.”

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 minutes. - .

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Connecticut? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, one of the questions raised by
my amendment to strike out “ New London, Conn.,” from this
paragraph is distinetly a moral one. Does this Congress pro-
pose to break faith with the State of Connecticut and repudiate
a solemn pledge made after careful consideration by scientifie
men and recorded in the laws of this country, in the statutes of
Connecticut, and in the land records of that State?

The acquisition of this beautiful traet of land, with its ex-
tensive water front, for naval purposes did not cost the Fed-
eral Government one cent. The issue raiged by my amendment
is not one of economy, but one of keeping faith with the State
of Connecticut. This country, in consideration of the gift of
this magnificent property to it, agreed by legislative act to
establish and maintain it for naval purposes. It was pre-
sented to the Federal Government for that purpose, and upon
that condition it has been held.

The State of Connecticut has never been a raider of the Fed-
eral Treasury. It has never clamored for Federal appropria-
tions, and from the earliest days it has contributed vastly more
to the upbuilding of this Union than it has taken from it. Now,
in this bill, without any regard to the facts, without any regard
for- the conditions, without any regard for the needs of the
Navy, it is proposed to break faith with the State of Connecticut
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and attempt to sell and dispose of something which this country
can not give any title to.

This recommendation comes from the Naval Committee, and
I venture the prediction that few, if any, members of that com-
mittee have ever seen this station. It is included in this bill at
the suggestion of the Secretary of the Navy, who, in recom-
mending it, does not assign a single good reason for such action
and goes contrary to what the most experienced naval authori-
ties in this country have held and do hold.

It is guite as important, if not more so, to the people of
Brooklyn and New York City as it is to my people. Before it
was . established the Chamber of Commerce of the city of New
York petitioned Congress, asking for it, and adopted strong reso-
lntions urging it as a military necessity and as part of the
defenses of New York, and that is urged now by every naval
man who is worthy to command a ship or has any practical
knowledge of naval tactics

The history of the location of this station goes back to before
1862. At the direction of Congress in the early sixties the Sec-
retary of the Navy appointed a naval board, composed of the
most intelligent naval officers then in the service, to examine
Narragansett Bay, the harbor of New London, and League
Island. and to report back to Congress which would best serve
the public interest. Commanders Stringham, Gardner, and YVan
Brundt and Chief Engineer Sanger composed this board, and
to the report which they made was appended the following
resolution :

Resolved, That the harbor of New London possesses greater ad-
vantages for o navy rgard and naval depot than any other location

examined by this boa

In 1864 Congress directed the Naval Committee of the House
to visit the proposed site at New London to make a thorough
investization and report back to the House. They made a
personal examination, and their report concluded in the follow-
ing language: :

The site near New London, presenting such great natural and eco-
nomical advantages, has been tendered as a free gift to the Government.
The committee recommend its aceeptance, and for the pu of locat-
ing thereat a na yard and depot such as is contemplated by the
naval authorities y recommend the passage of the accompanying bill
for a public act.

Congress in 1867, convinced of the wisdom of loeating a sta-
tion at this point, passed the following resolution:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized to receive and accept a deed of gift when offered by the State
of Connecticut of a tract of land with not less than 1 mile of shore
front on the Thames River, near New London, Conn., to be held by the
TUnited States for naval purposes.

The State of Connecticut appropriated $15,000 for the pur-
chase of this tract of land, and in addition the city of New
London was authorized to appropriate any sum of money not
to exceed $75,000 for the purchase of land to be deeded to the
Federal Government for naval purposes, and the city of New
London joined with the State in the gift. I will print as an
appendix to my remarks a certified copy of the deed, which con-
veyed this land to the National Government upon a distinet con-
dition and for a definite purpose, and it was accepted by the
Government upon that eondition.

This conveyance was made on the 11th day of April, 1868, and
this Government entered into possession and has been in pos-
session ever since, holding it, as agreed, for naval purposes.

The legal proposition involved requires no discussion. Not
only the land thus conveyed but the improvements, now a part
of the realty which the Government made, will also revert to
the original owners. Only $253,852.47 has been spent on this
station, both in the equipment and its repair, during the past
44 years, and this money has been well spent. The buildings
are reported by the Secretary of the Navy as being in good con-
dition. A doek over S0C feet long faces a channel over 600 feet
wide. The water is of sufficient depth to float the largest ships
of the Ameriean Navy, and upon the authority of one of our
most distingnished admirals, now deceased, I can state fo this
Honse that he said that there would hot be the slightest diffi-
culty in taking a ghip of the type and tonnage of the Connecticui
up to that station, docking her, and turning her around.

In 1872, or shortly after the Government was presented with
this properfy for naval purposes, the Secretary of the Navy in
his report sald:

I have heretofore spoken of the claims of the New London station on
the liberality of Congress. Some of these are to be found in a good
harbor, easy of access from all directions and conveniently situated
between two great commercial cities, an industrious and an ingenious
people, whose labor is skillful and cheap, and a site for the station al-
ready acquired through the liberality of the State, to the Improvement

£ w{lich the Government seems to be virtvally Lgle(‘iged. It is already a
gtation of eonvenlence to the service and with moderate expenditure
its use could be largely increased.

The last naval appropriation bill earried a provision similar
in terms, but it was stricken out in the House upon my motion
and I then explained, as I am attempting to do now, the condi-

tions which surround this station. And the Secretary of the
Navy has had his attention called to the forfeiture in the deed.

Ample reasons exist for the continuance of this station other
than the solemn moral and legal obligations which this Govern-
ment assumed when it was established. As a result of the
findings of the Belknap Board a coaling station was established
there. That station is now fully equipped and the present Secre-
tary of the Navy officially reported on February 20, 1911, that
it was in good condition,

Secretary von Meyer's predecessors in office have in their an-
nual reports all referred to this station as a necessary and
essential part of our Naval Establishment. I will review what
they have said quoting from their annual reports to Congress.
Their judgment and opinion is not to be treated lightly and is
founded upon an appreciation of the true conditions.

Secretary Long in 1899:

The expenses of the burean at this station during the last fiseal year
have been small, chiefly for coal, water, and ash lighters. New London
being located near and inside of the outer defenses of the city of New
York is a very important strategie point and afords a valuable harbor
for torpedo boats and other small ships. It is also an Important site
for the storage of coal for war purposes. In nccordance with the rec-
ommendation of the coal boar‘£ ogowhich Rear Admiral Charles E.
Belknap was president, buildings for the storage of 25,000 tons are now
in process of construction.

Again, in 1900, Secretary Long said:

During the past year a modern coal-storage house constructed of
granite and steel has been completed at this station. It Is located con-
venlently for the tramsportation of coal to and frem the pler hullt
some years ago. Modern steam-power coal-conveying apparatus of the
Brown has been installed, the pler belng strengthened as necessary
for the purpose. During the past summer the Terss and several other
smaller vessels coaled at this station and reported favorably on the
facilities for so doing. It is contemplated to add coal pockets to this
station, in order to enable torpedo boats to be coaled with t ravid-
ity. Its location inside of the outer defenses of the port of New York
renders this coal depot of much importance in time of war.

Again, in 1901, Secretary Long said:

This dePot has been much used by small vessels during the past year.
To make it more efficient, coal pockets or bunkers of moderate capacity
have been constructed on the pler for the purpose of supplying torpedo
boats and small craft rapidly. Incidentally, it also prevents the neces-
gity of raising steam on the power plant every time one of these small
vessels requires coal. The appliances for storing coal at this depot were
the first bullt and are capable of improvement, which i{s contemplated in
the near future.
In 1902 Secretary Moody said:

The coal depot at this station has been of much service to the fleet
during the past summer; for the month of August the average number
of uh.igmmclving coal was more than one a day. The new coal pockets
have found very useful for coaling torpedo boats and small craft.
Some improvements in the ;ldpplinnces of this depot, the mecessity for
which has been demonstrated by experience, are contemplated in the
future, The capacity of the depot, without storing coal deep enough
to endanger its safety from spontaneous combustion, {s about 7,000 tovs.
Its importance is due to the fact that it is located just inside the
outer defenses of New York City.

Secretary Moody in 1903 reports:

The coal depot at this station has done efficlent service during the
past year. No changes or extensive repairs have been made.

Secretary Morton, for the year 1904, reports:

An extenslon to the plant at this depot has been commenced under
the supervision of the Bureau of Yards and Docks.

In 1905 Secretary Bonaparte reports:

mCapgkcity. 11,300 tons. Water storage for ships’ use, 100,000 gallons,
tanks.

This language of Secretary Bonaparte is followed in suceeed-
ing reports until the present Secretary of the Navy recommends
its abolishment and proposes to sell that which the Government
can not sell, for it does not possess it except for a stated purpose.

ATl naval experts, as well as Secretaries of the Navy, reported
in favor of this station until Secretary Newberry, whose tenure
of office in that position was very short; divided the subject of
purchase, transportation and storage of coal, which had all been
handled by the Bureau of Equipment since the Civil War, among
five bureaus.

Now to follow the history of this station a little further, and
this during the term of the present Secretary of the Navy, who
now advocates and urges repudiation and recommends that this
Government break its solemn pledge. Eighteen thousand dollars
was spent at this station for Marine barracks within a few
years. The buildings that were already on the property and
had been for years were repaired, and in addition a Marine
training school was established. The coaling statien was, how-
ever, continued and is now in good working form.

It was generally considered by those the best able to judge
that it afforded an ideal location for a Marine training school.
There is an abundance of fresh water available on this prop-
erty. The New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad bisects
it. It is easily accessible to all eastern centers of population;
but even after the expenditure of this money for the Marines,
their satisfaction with the surroundings, and with no reason
assigned, they were shipped elsewhere and this school was aban-
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doned. Two or three men now hold the fort at this naval sta-
tion. But $21,626.12 has been spent on this property in 44 years
for repairs, and the Secretary now reports the buildings in good
condition. It has been abandoned for naval purposes, so far as
the Secretary of the Navy can do so without legislative action.
This was done soon after Congress refused to pass legislation
to abandon it. The present cost of maintenance of this station
is o mere bagatelle as compared with the expense which the
Secretary of the Nayy proposes in dismantling it. And why dis-
mantle it at all? -

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man what would be the saving if this station were abolished.

Mr. HIGGINS. My dear sir, the saving would be a mere
bagatelle. In fact, it weuld increase the cost to the Govern-
ment. I do not think that this provision comes within the
Holman rule. No money would be saved by its abolishment.
There are two or three men who are holding the fort there
now, but I am not speaking for those two or three men. The
Secretary of the Navy is trying and has tried to do away with
that station, but why I do not know. It is being starved out
now as much as it ean be. I have heard some reasons given
as to why, which I would not care to express upon the floor
of the House at this time. I wonld not urge the continuance
‘of this station if ample scientific authority did not recommend
its continuance, There ought to be some definite business
policy adhered to for a sufiicient length of time for us fo demon-
strate its wisdom. These sporadic recommendations do not and
will not accomplish the purpose sought.

The eastern defenses of New York lie off New London
Harbor. There is no coaling station west until you get to
Brooklyn, There is no coaling station east until you get to
Narragansett. In the event of war any fleet protecting New
York from the east would rendezvous at New London Harbor,
which can float the navies of the world. These eastern forts
are now supplied from New London. This station lies within
sight of the harbor and but 2 miles from it. It does not
require scientific knowledge to appreciate the strategic value
of this station. It has been said that strategy was only com-
mon sense, and that is all that I ask should be applied to this
proposition. We ought to profit somewhat by our experiences
during the Spanish War. The Belknap Board appreciated the
value of this station to the Navy. Their reasons and argu-
ments have never been controverted. They can nof be success-
fully. The action proposed is not only unjust but unreasonable
and unsound as a military proposition.

Connecticut stands ready, as she always has, to bear her
part of the burdens of the national defense. Her gift of this
tract of land is only one of many acts which have demonstrated
her patriotism and unselfishness. She seeks at all times to co-
operate with the Federal Government and not to defy it; but
this proposed action is so unwarranted by any test that you
may choose to apply, is so founded upon injustice, that its
adoption will work a grayer injury than the mere abolishment
of what misguided and uninformed persons choose to call a
useless naval station.

If this is proposed under the guise of economy, great disap-
pointment is in store for the advocates of the proposition.
If it is deemed as not being essential to our military estab-
lishment, I say to you that if war does come, and may God
forbid it, that in the hurry of urgent and vital necessity a coal-
ing station will be improvised at or mear this point, and the
very lack of it at a critical time will expose Long Island
Sound to invasion with consequences that I do not want to
contemplate. [Applause.]

The Secretary of the Navy, in a report under date of February
20, 1911, as to the condition of tt;'llgost&tion. reported as follows:

New L n.

Character. Cost. Condition. Use.

Storehouse and offices.

.| Storehounse and pumping
room.

.| Marine barracks.

Machina shap.

Watch housa,

Btable.

Coal shed.

North bridee tramway.

Sonth bridge tramway.

.| Water tank and tower.

Original cost of bulldings $232, 226. 35

Expenditures for repairs 21,626. 12
Total 253, B32. 47

The deed by which the Government holds title to this station
is as follows:

Whereas by an act of the General Assembly of the State of Connectl-
cut entitled “*An act in additicn to and in alteration of an act en-
titled ‘An act concerning land,”” approved July 27, 1867, it is pro-
vided as follows:

Whereas the Congress of the United States, by act apyroveﬂ March 2,
1867, has authorized and directed the Secretary of the Navy “to
receive and accept a deed of gift here offered by the State of Con-
necticut of a tract of land on the Thames River, near New Londou,
Conn., with a water front of not less than one mile, to be held by
the United States for naval purposes; and

Whereas this State is desirous of cooperating with the Federal Gov-
ernment in its purpose to locate a nmavy yard, naval depot, or naval
establishment upon said Thames River: Therefore be it

Enacted Ly the senate and house of rcpresciatatives in general
asgembly convened;

SectioN 1. That his excellency, the governor, be, and he is hereby,
authorized to appoint the commissioners to select and designate the
tract of land so to be conveyed, and to request the Secretary of the
Nav, to. appoint some officer to act with eald commissioners in behalf
of the United States in the selection of said tract.

SEC. 2. The city of New London is authorized to acquire title to
eald land, by purchase or otherwise, in trust, and for the purpose of
conveying the same to the United States.

SEC. 3. And in case the city can not agree with the party in interest
relative to the purchase of said interest, the cily may proceed in all
{espects as provided in sections 50, 51, 52, and 563 of the act entitled
“An act for the cession of jurisdiction over certain lands to the
United States.”

SEc. 4. And when sald city has obtained title to the land designated
as aforesald the mayor of said city shall Inform the comptroller of
this State, and said comptroller, upon being satisfied thereof, shall sign
an order upon the treasurer of this State, payable to the city of New
London, for the sum of $15,000, to aid in the purchase of said land,
and said treasurer shall pay said order to the mayor of said city or
its legally authorized agent or attornmey.

#ec. 5. And the sald commissioners appointed by the governor shall
join with said city as agents of the State in the conveyance of the
gaid land to the United States and the cession of jurisdiction thereto
for naval purposes,

Sec. 6. The city of New London, at a meeting called for the pur-
pose, may appropriate any sum of money, not exceeding §$75,000, for
the purchase of land designated as aforesaid.

Sec. 7. Section 48 of the act to which this is an alteration and ad-
dition is hereby repealed.

SEc. 8. And the appropriation of the State in ald of the land afore-
sald made hereby shall be in lien of all appropriations heretofore pro-
posed to be made.

Approved July 27, 1867,

And whereas the governor of said State by authority of said act ap-
pointed Charles R. In oll, of New Haven; Lorenzo Blackstone,
of Norwich: and Ephriam Willlams, of Stonington, in said State of
Connecticnt, to select and designate the tract of land to be con-
yeyed to the United States as therein contemplated; and

Whereas s=aid commissioners in cooperation with Commander J. P.
McKinstry, an officer of the United States Navy appointed thereto in
behalf of the United States by the Secretary of the Navy, have se-
lected and designated for the pu in said act declared a tract of
land on the Thames River near New London, in the towns of Groton
and Ledyard in said State of Connecticut, a particular description of
which is hereinafter set forth; and

Whereas the city of New London has acquired to said tract of land so
selected and designated as aforesaid, as authorized and by virtue of
gald act. Therefore for the purpose of conveying to the United States
the title to said land, so acquired as aforesald, and ceding to the
United States the jurisdiction of the State of Connecticut over the
same as provided in said act

Enotw all men by these presents:

That the State of Connecticut, acting hereby by Charles R. Ingersoll,
Lorenzo Blackstone, and Ephriam Williams, commissioners appointed
hereto as aforesaid, and the mayor, aldermen, common council, and
freemen of the city of New London, acting herein by Hon. Frederic L.
Allen, mayor of said dtf of New London, thelr duly authorized agent
for the purpose, in consideration of the premises and of §1 and other
valuable considerations received g{ them to their full satisfaction of
the United States of America do give, grant, bargain, and sell and con-
firm unto the sald United States of America the following tract of
land (described) in the towns of Groton and Ledyard, in said State of
Connecticut, bounded westerly on the Thames River and contained
within the lines hereinafter mentioned and Karticnlarly delineated on
a map of said tract of land made by David A. Daboll, surveyor, dated
the ; day of November, A. D. 1867, and to accompany this deed;
that is to say,

Beginning at a mere stone marked —0— on the east shore of the
Thames River on land of Jonathan Colver, being 150 feet northerly of
the Pentwag. go called, which point is marked “A" on the said map;
thence N. 8031° . crossing the river road, so called, 650 feet to a mere
stone marked — in sald Colver’s orchard and continues the same
course 413 feet to a point In said orchard (the aforesaid line called
AB) ; thence N. 13° W. on land of said Colver about 1,570 feet to a
point on Fort Rock, so called, which Cpaint is 411 feet east of a stone
marked —0— (call said last line BC); thence N, 3° E. about 1,548
feet partly on land of said Colver and Fnrtly on land lately dwned b
Courtland Chapman to a point 41} feet east of a mere stone marke
—0— on land lately owned by said Chapman (call said last line CD) ;
thence N. 33° E. about 2,180 feet partly on land lately owned by said
Chapman and partly on land lately owned by Solomon Perkins to a
point on said Perkins's land 413 feet easterly of a mere stone marked
—_0— (call sald last line DE) ; thence N, 84° W. 413 feet to sald mere
stone, and continue the same course about 680 feet, crossing said river
road to a mere stone marked —0— on the shore of the Thames River
(this point is marked F on said map) ; thence southerly bounding by
and with said Thames River about 351 rods to the place of beginning,
to be held by the said United States for naval purposes as contem-
plated by said act of Congress of the United States relative thereto,
approved March 2, 1867, and the act of the General Assembly of the
State of Connecticut hereinbefore mentioned, reserving the right to
remove all the buildings from said described tract before the 1st day
of July, A. D. 1868,

To have and to hold the nforesaid premises with all the appurte-
nances thereof unto the sald United States and their assigns for naval
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purposes, according te the provisions of said act of Congress and the
act af t‘l;é! General Assembly of said State of Connecticut hereinbefore
mentioned.

And the said mayd'r, aldermen, and common council and freemen of |

said city of New London do covenant with the United States and their
assigns that they have full power and authority to grant amd convey
gald premises as aforesaid, and theg do for themselves, thelr successors,
and assigns, covenant with the said United States and their assigns to
warrant and defend the same to the said United States and their as-
signs agalnst any person and persons claiming by, from, or under them
and frem all incumbranees done or suffered by them.

And the said State of Connecticat does here cede to the United States
of America all jurisdiction over said land hereby conveyed within the
limits hereinafter set forth and described, only reserving to the said
State of Commecticut the right to serve and execute all civil criminal
process therein .

In witness whereof the sald grantors have hereunto set their hands
‘{Jg their agents duly authorized thereto as aforesald and have caused
elr ve seals to be aflixed on this 11th day of April, 1808,

J. R. INGERSOLL,

LOREXNZO BLACKSTOXNE,

EPHRIAM WILLIAMS,
‘Commissioners as aforesaid.

Bigned, sealed, and delivered in presence of—
ABRIL CONVERSE.
CALEBR MIx, Jr.
CASE.

LUTHER R.
{sEAL.]

[8BAL.

und Soeet of Sei8 Gty }“N London
Mayor « 8 of New .
duly outhorized as aforesaid.
Witnesses to L. C. Allen, for New London—
ArniL CONVEREE
I. W. SMITH.

SraTE OF CONNECTICUT,
New Haven County, New Haven, 887

Be it known that on the 11th day of April, A. D. 1868, before me,
Abril Converse, a notary public by lawful authority, duly commissioned
and sworm and residing sald Btate, comes the sald Btate of Comn-
necticut by and in person of said cemmissioners, Charles R. Ingersoll,
Lorenzo Blackstone, and Ephrlam Williams, who have signed the fore-
golng deed in my presence as such eom.m‘Iuianeru and acknowledged
the same 1o be their free sct and deed of said State of Connecticut.

In testimony whereof 1 have herpunto set my hand and fixed
notarial seal the day aforesald written.

ABRIL CONVER

SEAL. SH,
( ] Notary Publio.

my

pu—y
Brare oF CONNECTICUT,
New London County, New London, 88!

Be it known that on this 17th day of April, 1868, before me, Abril
Converse, a pobliec notary in atumsa{n Stnt?a of Connectlcut by lawful
authorlty, duly appointed and sworn and residing In sald State, and
the mayor, aldermen, common council, and freemen of the ecity of New
London, and in person of Frederick L. Allen, mayor and agent of sald
city of New London, thereunto duly authorized and by a vole of said
city, and acknowledged the same to be their free act and deed of said
clty of New London.

In testimony whereof I have hereto fixed my hand and seal and
affixed my notarial seal the day before written.

[sEAL.] ARRIL CONVERSE,
Notary Public.

Recelved for record January 26, 1901, at 11 o’clock a. m.

[sBAL.] . J. A. MoRreAN,

Assistent Town Clerk.
Orrice oF THE TowN CLERK OF GROTON.
StATE OF CONNECTICUT,
Oounty of New London, 8s:

1, Henry L. Bailey, town clerk of said town of Groten, it being an
oftice of l:r%q:ouil. with a seal, whieh is hereto affixed, the records and
geal of which office I have the , do hereby, In the performance
of my duty as said clerk, certify and attest, that the hereunto attached
instrument is a truoe and correet mﬁzor record as will appear in volume
41 pages 609-612, of Groton reeords.

Witness my hand and the seal of sald town of Groton, in said county
and State, this Sth day of Febroary, 1911,

Attest :

[sBAL.]

»

HeENRY L. BAILEY,
Towon (’ﬂcrk.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for
three minutes more.

The CHAIBRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr,
Hicerxs] asks unanimous consent for three minutes more. I8
there objection?

Mr. PADGETT. I think I can dispose of the matter for the
gentleman if he will simply extend his remarks.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my request for
additional time and ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the RECorp.

Mr. HILL. Mr, Chairman, I move to sirike out the last

word.

Mr., PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I think I can expedite the
matter. I want to say that some time ago the department
made a recommendation to abolish various yards, among them
the ones included in this paragraph, but since that time the
department has appointed a board composed of Navy officers
and Army officers to take up and consider the whole scheme
and project of a reorganization of the navy yards of the coun-
try, including the larger ones and the smaller ones. Then they
sent me the letter which I put in the Recorp with reference
to the changes they have made at Port Royal and the new
work they have established there.

And it is also called to our attention that we have not yet
established finally our policy, so far as the Caribbean Sea is
concerned and the San Juan and Culebra yards there. If we
release that land it goes back to the civil government, and in
view of these recent changes and developments I am going to
enlarge the motion, and move to amend by striking the whole
paragraph out.

The CHATRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Tennessee to strike out the entire paragraph.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HIGGINS. Did I understand the gentleman from Ten-
nessee to say that a board had been created now by the Secre-
tary of the Navy proposing to make some recommendations as
to these yards?

Mr. PADGETT. With reference to all of the yards—the
whole yard system of the country. It has been operating, I
think, for some time.

Mr. HIGGINS. If we can get some scientific system, based
upon facts, in the department as constituted now, with refer-
ence to these navy yards, naval stations, and coaling stations,
I think it would be very wholeseme and work to the lasting
benefit of the Navy, and I had an amendment to do that very
thing, which I had expected to offer, but in view of the state-
?:ent of the chairman of the Naval Committee I will not offer

1NOW.

Mr. PADGETT. That is being worked out now in the way
I have stated.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The commitiee informally rose; and Mr. Corimer having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing
from the President of the United States was communicated to
the House of Representatives by Mr. Latta, one of his secre-
taries, who also informed the House of Representatives that the
President had approved and signed bills of the following titles:

On May 20, 1912:

H.R.12013. An aet to authorize the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to convey to the city of Corsicana, Tex., certain land for
alley purposes;

H.R.13774. An act providing for the sale of the old post-
office property at Providence, B&. 1., by public auction;

H. R. 22301. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury
to convey fo the city of Uvalde, Tex, a certain strip of land;

H. R.22731. An act to extend the time for the construction of
a dam across the Pend Oreille River, Wash. ; and

H.R. 23407. An act authorizing the fiscal court of Pike
County, Ky., to construct a bridge across Levisa Fork of the
Big Sandy River.

On May 22, 1912:

H. R.22343. An act to require supervising Inspectors, Steam-
boat-Inspection Service, to submit their annual reports at the
end of each fiscal year. X

On May 27, 1912:

H.R.14052. An act authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture
to issue certain reports relating to cotton:

H.R.19238. An act to amend section 90 of the act entitled
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1011, and for other purposes:

H. R. 21580. An act to authorize levee and drainage district
No. 25, of Dunklin County, Mo., to construct and maintain a
levee across a branch or cui-off of St. Francis River, and to
construct and maintain a levee across the mouth of the Varney
River, in the State of Missouri;

H. R.18385. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
war;

H. R.18337. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and eailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said

T;

H. R. 18954. An act granting pensions and inerease of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
war; and

H. R. 18055. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
war,

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session,

The Clerk read as follows:

Contingent, Burean of Medicine and
care, tation, and burial of the

tionery, binding
enic and sanitary Investigation a
instruction ; purchase and

Burgery 1 For tolls and ferriages)
deaﬁe: purchase of books and sta-

of medical records, unbo books, and pamphlets
ustration ;

“Hustraton’ subitaty sad
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bulances, and harness; purchase of feed for herses and cows; trees
lants, garden tools, and seeds; incidental articles for the Naval Medical
chool and naval dispensary, Washington ; rent of rooms for naval dis-
nsary, Washington, D, C., not to exceed $1,200; naval medical sug ly
epots, sick quarters at Naval Academy and marine barracks; washing
for medical department at Naval Medical School and naval ﬂlspensa:g,
‘Washington ; naval medical supply depots, sick quarters at Naval Acad-
emy and marine barracks, dispensaries at mw37l yards and naval statlons,
shigu: and for minor repairs on buildings and grounds of the
nited Btates Naval Medical School and naval mediesl s'%ﬁpl{T depots ;
or the care, maintenance, and treatment of the insane of the Navy and
h e Corps on the Pacific coast, and all other necessary contingent
expenses; In all, $82,000.

Mr. TILSON, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. ‘On page 39, lines 5, 6, and 7, I see a provision for “ rent
of rooms for naval dispensary, not to exceed $1,200.” Is that
something new?

Mr, PADGETT. It is new in this respect. In the growth of
business and in the accumulation of documents, and so forth,
the authorities have certified to the Navy Department that the
weight of the load stored away in the building up here—in the
Naval Annex, the Mills Building—has become so heavy that it
is endangering the building. (Consequently, the Secretary is
compelled to move some of the force out of that building, and
in order to do so he must rent another one in which te accumu-
late and take care of the supplies. Here is a letter to me, dated
April 12, in which he says:

I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a report recelved
from the superintendent of the State, War,and Navy ent Build-
ing, calling attention to the fact that some of the rooms in the Navy
Department Annex (Mills Building) are dangerously overloaded. Imme-
diately upon the receipt of this report, msgructicms were given to re-
move the overload as far as posgible by rearrangement of furniture and
the transfer of inactive files of papers to the navy yard, Washington,
D. C. 'The Bureau of Medicine and Surgery bes reported that when
it moved into the Mills Building, less than two years ‘ago, only active
files were takem there, and that none of the
T03 can be sgarcd. In order to remove the overload in these two rooms
the bureau has suggested that the three rooms in the Mills Buil
now assigned to the maval y be assigned to the burean an
quarters found elsewhere for the naval dispensary. It will be neces-
sary to rent arters for the maval di sary, and inasmuch as the
act of March 3, 1B7T, prohibits the of any building or the part
of a building in the District of Columbia until an appropriation there-
for shall have been made In terms, it 18 recommended there be restored
to the ap})roprlation “ contingent, medicine and surgery, 1913" the
provision fornrerly carried in the %-pgroprls.tinn “for rent of rooms for
naval dispensary, Washington, D. :C.,”” to be inserted—

And so forth.
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, the explanation is entirely clear
and safisfactory, and I withdraw the pro forma amendment.
The Clerk read as follows: 3
That a Medical Reserve Carpsilto be a constituent part of the Medi-
Departmen

papers in rooms 701 and

t of the Navy, i8 hereby established um ‘the same pro-

visions, in all respects (except as may be necessary to adapt the said

rovisions to the N"Ws& as tho:: t1_:\h1-0'\r'ltlln a Medical Reserve Corps
e

or the Army, and as forth ct increase the emclenﬁvm‘.
t]:hﬁ?) aMe{llcal artment of the United States Army, approved April 23,

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
the paragraph.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN., The amendment is not in order until the
point of order is disposed of.

Mr. FOSTER. Is not this new legislation?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; it is new legislation. Tt is subject to a
point of order if it sheuld be made. But I want to say that it
does not involve any expense. A similar institution is provided
for in the Army. This is proposed in order to enable the de-
partment——

Mr. SLAYDEN. What is it? ;

Mr. PADGETT., It is a Medical Reserve Corps, similar to
that provided for in the Army. Dr. Stokes, the Surgeon General
of the Navy, states that it is desirable that we should have a
reserve erganization of physicians and surgeons throughout the
country, to have them identified with the Navy as they are with
the Army. There is no appropriation, no salary, no expense
involved; simply a connection, so that if war should break out
or an emergency should arise, and Congress should authorize it,
the Medical Department of the Navy could be in immediate ecom-
munication with these men and bring them to the aid and sup-
port of the Navy.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield
to the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir; I yield the floor to the gentleman.

Mr. SLAYDEN, I wanted to make a brief statement.

Mr. Chairman, what the gentleman says has no doubt been
told to him, but ultimately it will involve increased appropria-
tions. The Army had contract surgeons, and still has a few,
but there have been gradually substituted for them medical re-
serve officers, who have gone into the Army, and little by little,
with increasing celerity, too, the contract surgeons have been

taken out of the service and regularly commissioned Army sur-
geons have been substituted for them.

Now, the additional cost that will come from that will be
due to this fact, largely: In the first place, they get a rapid
promotion at fixed intervals and more pay than the contract
surgeon gets, and, in the second place, after having had a cer-
tain number of years' service, they will go on the retired list,
which a contract surgeon did not do. Any gentleman will see
upon a moment’s reflection that that will increase the expenses
of the service.

Mr. PADGETT. But this does not put them on the active
list or on the retired list.

Mr. SLAYDHEN. Neither was that done in fhe Army, but
they take the places of the confract surgeons, and they have
retiring privileges.

Mr. PADGETT. This provision does not carry any appro-
priation and it does not identify them in a strictly official sense
with the organization of the Navy.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am not contending that it may not be
wise. I am only contending that the statement of the gentle-
man that it will not involve any additional expense is not accu-
rate.

Mr. PADGETT. I say it will not involve any additional ex-
pense unless Congress hereafter by legislation authorizes their
payment or authorizes their enlistment in some way.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Have you contract surgeons in the Navy
now?

Mr. PADGETT.

Mr. SLAYDEN. You have no contract surgeons?

Mr. PADGETT. No.

Mr. SLAYDEN. It may be a wise thing, Mr. Chairman. I
am not prepared to say that it is not. But when we make
provision for a class of men to go on the retired list it is going
to increase the expenses, no matter what gentlemen may say
about it.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will it not be true that as the years go
round these men will be knocking at the doors of Congress to
be put on the retired list by a special bill?

Mr. PADGETT. I think not. This is simply to get the
highest class of surgeons and physicians in the country en a
list, so that, should an emergency arise, these men will be
available for the Navy. I do not imagine that that class of
men, the eminent physicians and surgeons throughout the
country, would surrender their practice for the purpose of
coming inte the Navy unless it was from a patriotic motive or
patriotie purpose, if an emergency arose, such as war. I con-
template no condition that wounld be imimical to the best in-
teresis of the country or of the Navy at all

Mr: FOSTER. This is intended simply to have these physi-
cians and surgeons as a reserve that may be called upon?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; should Congress authorize it.

Mr. FOSTER, Is it intended, under this provision, that the
surgeons of the Navy shall be in consultation with this reserve
corps in reference to matters medical concerning the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. The Surgeon General thought that the sur-
geons of the Navy would get the benefit of their service, but
it would involve no pay. It would simply mean that, courtesy
and contact with these men in the reserve corps being estab-
lished, he would feel at liberty to eomsult with them as you
would with your neighbor. It does not involve a consultation
with resulting fees.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman is undoubtedly aware of the
fact that under the present law a surgeon is not taken into the
Navy beyond a certain age?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PADGETT. This is on a point of order, and the five-
minute rule does not apply.

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to be recognized, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized.

Mr. FOSTER. They are not appointed in the Navy when they
are above a cerfain age. I take it that this Reserve Corps will
not be so limited.

Mr. PADGETT. That is cerrect.

Mr. FOSTER. This is similar to the provision for the Reserve

No, sir.

| Corps in the Army, is it?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; upon identically the same basis.

Mr. FOSTER. So that they may make surgeons members of
the Reserve Corps in the Navy when they are beyond the age
at which they are taken into the Navy as surgeons. That is
truoe, is it net?

Mr. PADGETT. I so understand.

Mr. FOSTER. So that in time of war there might be sur-
geons who would be members of the Medical Reserve Corps of
the Nayy who would be beyond the age for service in the Navy
as now provided. '
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Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Who would not be eligible to
appointment. 4

Mr, PADGETT. Yes; they might come in. This is mostly
for consultation—

Mr. FOSTER. It is largely for the purpose of consulia-
tion and getting the ideas of the surgeons of the country in
private practice, for the good they may do the surgeons in the
Navy.

Mr. PADGETT. I so understand it.

Mr, FOSTER. So that there will be cooperation between
physicians in private practice and those who are in the service
of the Navy.

Mr. PADGETT. And give the Navy the benefit of their co-
operation and coordination.

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr, HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to get some in-
formation from the chairman with reference to this particular
section. As I understand its provisions, it is practically the
same as was enacted in 1908 for the Army.

Mr. PADGETT. It is identically the same provision, changed
so as to adapt it to the Navy.

Mr. HOWARD. As I understand the terms of that provi-
sion, the appointment of these surgeons in the reserve corps
is simply honorary, and in time of war the Government can
call upon these surgeons for their services. The regular sur-
geons in the Navy will, of course, be engaged in their active
duties, and these others are supposed to be held in reserve, so
that when the hospital ships bring in the sick and wounded
they can care for them.

Now, I want to ask what provision is made for dental sur-
geons in this section, or is there any provision made?

Mr. PADGETT. You will remember that the other day we
offered as a committee amendment a provision for dental sur-
geons, and it went out upon a point of order. I will state to
the gentleman that before the conclusion of the bill I am going
to ask unanimous consent to return and reoffer it, to see if
upon reflection and further investigation of the matter those
who objected to it before may not be willing to let it go in.

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman state, for the information
of the House, whether the Navy Department has any dental
surgeons at all now?

Mr. PADGETT. The Navy has a makeshift arrangement.

Mr. HOWARD. Do not the men have to pay for the service?

Mr. PADGETT. The Navy has no dental corps, and it needs
one very much. The committee reported a dental-surgeon bill,
which is on the calendar, and by authority of the committee I
offered it earlier in the consideration of this bill, but it was
objected to and went out on a point of order. A dental corps
exists in the Army, and the provision that we reported¢ and
asked to incorporate in the bill was identical with the Army
provision. With the more than 60,000 men that we have in the
Navy, and with no dental corps, the efficiency. health, and even
the lives of the sailors are unnecessarily jeopardized by this
lack.

My, HOWARD. Under the present law the Army gets the
benefit of dental surgery.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD. But the Navy does not; and if the men get
the benefit of dental surgery they have to pay for it out of
their own pockets?

Mr. PADGETT. To some extent.

Mr. HOWARD. Not the regular rates, but they do pay an
appreciable amount for the service?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; and then they get inferior service.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, there is no
point of order against this section, and I want to offer this
amendment. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add to-line 16, page 40:

“ Provided, That the professional de; and qualification prescribed
as a requirement for appointment to sald Reserve Corps shall varied
to include, in suitable proportion to conserve the health and efficlenc
of the personnel of the naval service, the professional degree and qunli
fication required by standard American universities and colleges for
graduation in dental surgery.”

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I did not quite catch that. Is
that intended to have a dental reserve corps?

Mr. HOWARD. Yes.

Mr. PADGETT, Mr. Chairman, I move as a substitute for
the amendment the dental surgeon bill that covers the whole
question. It is the bill that was offered the other day, is identi-
cal with the Army provision, and creates a dental corps in the
Navy identical with that in the Army, so that we can look after
the welfare of the 60,000 men in the Navy.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
the amendment and the substitute,

Mr. GOOD. I reserve a point of order on the amendment and
the substitute.

Mr. PADGETT. That comes too late to offer it to the amend-
ment after we have debated it.

The CHATRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from
Tennessee is well taken as to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. FOSTER. It might not be germane to this particular
item in the bill.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 40, after line 16, insert the fonowlng measure ;

o ﬂmt the appointment of not more than 30 assistant dental surgeons
be, and the same is her!al:lf;.e authorized, sald assistant dental surgeons to
be a part of the Medical {mrtment of the United States Navy, to serve
professionally the personnel of the naval service, and to perform such
other duties as may be prescribed by competent authority.

“That all original appointments herein authorized shall be made by
the Secretary of the Navy In the grade of acting assistant dental sur-

n, and all apgo[ntees to such grade shall be citizens of the United
tates between 24 and 32 years of age, and shall be graduates of
standard medical or dental colle%es trained in the several branches of
dentistry, of good moral character, of unquestionable professional re-
ute, and before appointment shall pass satisfactory physical and pro-
essional examinations, including tests of skill In practical dentistry
of proficiency in the several usual subjects in a standard dental
college course, and in such other subjects of general education as are
u?‘{h“er“ hereafter be required for admission to the Medical Corps
o e Navy,

“That at the end of three years from the passage of this act all
acting assistant dental surjieons who have had two or more years'
service under their original appointment, as herein provided, "shall
undergo such physical and competitive professional examinations as
the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe to determine their fitness to
receive commissions in the Navy, and if found qualified they shall be
appointed assistant dental surgeons, with the rank of lieutenant (junior
grade), in the order of standing as determined by the professional ex-
aminations provided for in this section.

“That after the competitive examinations provided for in section 3
of this act have been held, acting assistant dental surgeons thereafter
appointed shall serve a probationary period of three years, and upon
the completion of such period shall undergo such examinations as the
Becretary of the Navy may prescribe to determine their fitness to re-
ceive commissions in the Navy, and, if found qualified, they shall be
appointed assistant dental surgeons, with the rank of lieutenant
d]unior grade).

“ That if any acting assistant dental surgeon shall fail upon the ex-
aminations prescribed In sections 3 and 4 of this act he shall be hon-
orably discharged from the naval service, and the appointment of an
acting dental surgeon may be revoked at any time in the discretion of
the Secretary of the Nayy.

“That all appointees’ authorized h; this act shall take rank and
precedence mext below other officers of the rank of licutenant (junior
grade) now or hereafter .commissioned in the Navy, and shail net
exercise command over persons in the Navy other than dental surgeons
an{lhsulcth enlisted men as may be detailed to assist them by competent
authority.

i Tha{ all officers aunthorized by this act shall receive the same pay
and allowances as officers of corresponding rank and length of service
in the Medical Corps of the Nav%

“That all officers authorized by the preceding sections of this act
ghall be eligible to retirement in the same manner and under the same
conditions as officers of the Medical Corps of the Navy: Provided, That
section 1445 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall not be
applicable to the officers herein authorized: And provided further,
That the dentist now employed at the Naval Academy shall not be
dlsplnced by the operation of this act.

“That the Becretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to appoint,
for temporary service, suitably qua'!lﬂed acting dental surgeons when
necessary to the health and efficiency of the personnel of the naval
service: Provided, That the total strength of the dental corps. in-
cluding those appointed for temporary service under this section, shall
not exceed the tgn‘m:n:u-:juln of one to each thousand of the authorized
enlisted strength of the Navy and Marine Corps: Provided further,
That appointments issned under authority of this section may be re-
voked at any time, shall have no legal force or effect exeept for the
time the temporary appointee is in active service, and shall include
no right of retirement.

“That all appointments authorized b{ethis act, except the appoint-
ment of acting dental sorgeons, shall made by the President, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate.

“That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions
of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed.”

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on
that.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Chairman, I want to offer an amend-
ment to the substitute.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is pending.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, while I am not in favor of
increasing officers in the Government service where it is not
necessary, yet we have had in the Army a Dental Reserve
Corps and dentists connected with the Army. It is even of
more importance, it seems to me, that we should have dentists
in the Navy than it is in the Army. When a man goes to sea he
is away from where he can secure the proper services of a
dentist if treatment may be necessary. It is well known now
that teeth to a man in the Navy or the Army or in eivil life is
a very important thing, and if not in proper condition may
seriously affect his health. We know that when one is suffer-
ing with a severe case of toothache he is not fit for any kind
of duty.
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Mr. BUTLER. Not even that of a soldier. .

Mr. FOSTER. No; nor that of a sailor. It seems to me that
it is important to the Navy of our country, because on every
battleship we have a thousand or more men. I say it is of even
more importance to the Navy than it is to the Army. 1 shall
be very glad, indeed, to support this amendment, believing that
it is very necessary for the success and welfare of the Navy.

There is one matter in this substitute which I think ought to
be changed, that is that it provides for men going into the
dental service of the Navy at 32 years of age. It is now pro-
vided in the Army that they go in at not over 27 years of age,
as I am informed by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN].
I think the substitute ought to be changed in that respect.

Mr, PADGETT. I will ask, Mr. Chairman, unanimous eon-
gent that my amendment be modified by sitriking out the word
“thirty-two ? and inserting “ twenty-seven.”

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the substifute now reads,
“and all appointees to such grades shall be citizens of the
TUnited States between 24 and 32 years of age.” As I under-
stand it, the chairman of the committee has consented to modify
his amendment, and I suggest the language be amended to read
that “ appointees to such grades shall be citizens of the United
States not over 27 years of age.” That will make it cormspo:_m:l
to the act providing for a dental corps in the Army. I will
accept that modification, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the provision as
modified.

The Clerk read as follows:

That all original appointees herein authorized shall be made by the

Secretary of the Navy in the de of acting assistant dental surgeon,
and all s{g?ointees t?sunh grade shall be citizens of the United States

not over years of age.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the modification to the
amendment in the nature of a substitute will be agreed to.

There was no objection.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, personally I have no objection to
this provision. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten-
nessee what the cost will be to the Government, and also if the
provision has been recommended by the Secretary of the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. It has been recommended for years and
years by the different Secretaries and by the Surgeons General of
the Navy, and we reported it out, I think, in the last Congress
and put it on the calendar, but in the press of business could not
get it considered. It is on the calendar now by unanimous re-
port of the members of the committee, and we were authorized
by committee action to ask permission to put it in this bill so
as to get consideration of it, as there is but little prospect of
reaching consideration under the calendar procedure.

Mr. GOOD. What becomes of these dentists after their serv-
jce in the Navy? Are they placed on the retired list at any pay?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; just as in the Army, after they reach
the age of 62 years and have a service of 30 years they will be
placed on the retired list with a grade of lieutenant, as I re-
member, They can not get above the grade of lieutenant.

Mr. GOOD. As I understand the amendment, they are lim-
ited so that they can not perform this service after they are 34

rs of i
yei[r. I‘Aaﬁ‘EEI‘T. Oh, no; they can not be appointed; they
must be young men when they are appointed.

Mr. GOOD. Mr, Chairman, I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, here is the paragraph that
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] was asking about which
defines their official rank:

ons provided for in section 3 of
th%hzgt nﬁ;?e tlt:em dﬂatég:mgt degtnl surgeons thereafter ap-
pointed shall serve a probationary Jmerloﬂ of three years, and upon the
completion of such period shall undergo such examinations as the Sec-
ey ol e N e it o itied Sicy Mool Do soaining
gg::ilgnnt dental surgeons’, with the rank of Heutenant (junlor grade).

It is in connection with this definition of the naval rank that
I wanted to ask a question of the gentleman from Tennessee.
To what rank in the Army does the rank of lieutenant in the
junior grade correspond?

Mr. PADGETT. Tirst lieutenant.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then they are appointed practically as first
lieutenants in the Army?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; after three years of service.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I assume that you provide here for promo-
tion at stated periods in their service? 4

Mr. PADGETT. I think they are limited in their promotions.

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is what I wanted to find out. It was
impossible to tell from the reading of the Clerk.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, while these gentlemen are
looking that up I think it is of some importance that we
should know something about how promotions are to be made.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sraypen] and the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. PapceErr] are trying to find out if this
makes ample provision for these prometions in the proper
way and whether the bill onght to be changed

Mr. PADGETT. As I say, they do not have any promotion,
They are limited to lieutenants of the junior grade.

Mr. SLAYDEN. What about the pay? Don’t they get an
increase of pay?

Mr. PADGETT. I understand they do.

o '];3(9! CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Illinois
eld :

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Tennessee,

Mr. PADGETT. They get the pay provided for lientenant of
the junior grade. I understand that both in the Army and in
the Navy after five years of service they get an increase of pay,
but they do not get any increase of grade. They are held to
the position of lieutenants of the junior grade, and with five
Years of service they get an inerease of pay just as in the Army.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then do they get fogey pay, as they call it
in the Army, for each five years of service until they shall have
had it four times? Is that the rule in the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. :

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do they get the longevity pay equal to that
of similar rank in the Army?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten-
nessee what this language in section 8 means:

Spc. 8, That all officers authorized Hetha preceding sections of this
act shall be eligible to retirement in same manner and under the
same conditions as officers of the Medical Corps of the Navy : Provided
That section 1445 of the Revised Btatutes of the United States shall
not be applicable to the officers herein authorized.

I would like to ask the chairman of the committee to inform
the House what that refers to. What does section 1445 of the
Revised Statutes mean?

Mr. PADGETT. I can not tell you right now. I looked it
up, but it has escaped my mind at this moment. The Clerk will
get it,

Mr. HOWARD. I have it here—section 1445 of the Revised
Statutes.

Mr. PADGETT. There is the statute right there.

Mr., SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, without knowledge of the
influence on this legislation that the statute referred to may
have, it is legislating in the dark. We do not know what privi-
leges we are granting this new class of officers. We do not
know what limit there will be in the end even on the expendi-
tures touching them. There is a statement in the same para-
graph that the dentist now employed at the Naval Academy
shall not be displaced by the operation of this act. I take it
for granted that the dentist at the Naval Academy is a more
highly paid person; and I can look a little bit ahead and see
the time come when, as an employee of the Government at
better pay than is provided for these dentists who are to be
appointed, he will come in here with a special bill, after having
reached the age of G2 years, or approximately that, and ask
to be retired with the pay and allowances of a lieutenant
dentist.

Mr. HOWARD.
wants to hear it.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia to
read the section of the Revised Statufes that applies to this
legislation.

Mr. HOWARD. You have to read 1443 and 1444 in order to
get the sense of 1445:

SEc. 1443, When any officer of the Navy has been 40 years in the
service of the United States he maytgen retired from active service

by the President upon his own gep}ahca -
Sec. 1444. When any officer ore the rank of vice admiral is 62
the next section, be

years old, he shall, except in the case provided in
retired by the Fresident from active service.

Spe. 1445, The two p ing sections ghall not ﬁ( to any lieu-
tenant commander, lieutenant, master, ensign, mi man, passed
assistant surgeon, passed assistant paymaster, first assis?ant engineer,
assistant surgeon, assistant Bgymaster. or second assistant engineer,
and such officers shall not placed on the retired list except on
account of physical or mental disability

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Roperrs] is familiar with it I will
ask him if this is intended to be a limitation upon their re-
tirement?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. SLAYDEN. And they will not retire at the age of 62
years?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. No; the idea is they will
retire at 62. If you read sections 1743 and 1744——

Mr. SLAYDEN. This is section 1445 I am referring to.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Section 1445, taken with

I have the statute here if the gentleman

the two preceding sectigns, shows precisely what is meant.
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Mr. PADGETT. Section 1445 provides that certain officers
are to be retired only for disability. A lieutenant of the junior
grade is included in this provision. Now, this gives the retire-
ment privilege for age, and gives them the privilege, when they
reach the rank of lieutenant of the junior grade, that they can
be retired at 62 years of age. This statute we do not want to
apply to them, because this statute prohibits retirement except
Tor physical disabilities. :

Mr. SLAYDEN. You mean to say officers covered by that
section of the Revised Statutes retire at 62 now?

Mr. PADGETT. It says:

The two preceding secticns shall not apply to any lieutenant com-
mander, lieutenant, master, ensign, midshipman, passed assistant sur-
geon, passed assistant paymaster, first assistant engineer, assistant
surgeon, assistant paymaster, or second assistant engineer; and such
officers shall mot be placed upon the retired list, except on account of
physical or mental disability.

Mr. SLAYDEN. No matter what their age?

Mr. PADGETT. Bnut this gives them the right to retire at
the age of 62. These dental surgeons are given the right to
retire at 62, and for that reason it is excepted from the pro-
visions of the bill.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman another
question about this and I would like to have the gentleman
from Massachusetts give his attention to it also. It says that
the dentist now employed at the Naval Academy shall not be
displaced by the operation of this act. Who is he, and why
not ?

Mr. PADGETT. There is one dentist who is provided by
law for the Naval Academy for the 900 midshipmen that are
there. He is not under the Medical Corps. This establishment
of the dental corps is intended for the general Navy of the
enlisted sailormen.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is the dentist now employed in the Navy
an officer?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. SLAYDEN. How did he become an officer? By special
act?

Mr., PADGETT. By some special act; yes, sir.

Mr. SLAYDEN. What rank has he?

Mr. PADGETT. I think it is lieutenant, junior grade.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Are you sure he is an officer?

Mr. PADGETT. That is my understanding; yes, sir.

Mr. SLAYDEN. This does not indicate it. It says *th
dentist now employed at the Naval Academy.” :
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out the last
word. I would like to know what is the compensation of the
dentist at the Naval Academy, because I suspect that he is
being employed at a figure very much higher than is to be paid
to the lientenant, junior grade, and the reason he is not taken
into that corps by legislation is that he wants the advantage of
the additional salary he is now receiving.

Mr. PADGETT. I find that he is not an officer.

Mr. SLAYDEN. It is as I suspected. The dentist employed
at the Naval Academy is hot an officer, as the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Papcerr] seemed for a moment to think, but
is employed at a4 compensation in excess of that which is pro-
vided for the lientenants of the junior grade that will be cre-
ated by this act. I do not know what his age is. But I think
the bill ought to be amended in that particular, at least, and
that we ought not to have a dentist now in the naval service
who is having higher compensation than officers in the corps
will get and who will, beyond all doubf, come later and ask for
special legislative retirement.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TAr-
porT] i8 recognized.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The dentist at the Naval Acad-
emy has charge of all the dental work at the academy. He is
the only dentist there. -

Mr. PADGETT. West Point has two.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. West Point has two. The
dentist at the academy is obliged to maintain his establish-
ment, support his family, and does not get any allowances from
the Government except his salary, and has 900 cadets to look
after at all times, except during the short period of vacation.
This is not the place to reduce a salary, and I hope the gentle-
man from Texas will not attempt to interfere with the manage-
ment of the Naval Academy.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi-
tute offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PapgeTT] to
the amedment of the genileman from Georgia [Mr. HowArD].

The question was taken, and the substitute was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN, The question now recurs on agreeing to
the amendment in the nature of a substitute.

The question was taken, and the substitute as amended was
agreed to.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr, Chairman, I want to ask the Chair for
the situation here as to this item in the bill. As I understand,
this substitute was introduced as a substitute for an amend-
ment offered by myself, and that amendment was to this par-
ticular section in this bill providing for the Medical Reserve
Corps in the Navy. Now, as I understand the sitnation, there
is no Medical Reserve Corps in the Navy, and the substitute
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee and just adopted
provides for an active—

Mr, PADGETT. Dental corps.

Mr. HOWARD. Dental corps. His substitute does not pro-
vide for anything that my amendment provided for. My
amendment provided for an additional number of dental sur-
geons to the reserve corps, and specifying they should come
under a certain grade of examination, or should be graduates
of certain standard colleges. Now, then, the effect of the sub-
stitute of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pancerr] is that
he has added to the active list in the Navy certain dental
surgeons, but he has made no provision by that substitute for
what my amendment sought to reach, by providing for dental
surgeons in the reserve corps.

Mr, FOSTER. We do not care so much for the reserve
corps.

Mr, HOWARD. The proposition is simply this: As I under-
stand the situation, since 1796 there have been medical officers
in the Army, and about 50 years after that they commenced hav-
ing some dentists in the Army. But I would like to get recogni-
tion in this substitute provision here for the dental surgeons.
In other words, in a battle, if these men are brought to shore
and they have got these officers in reserve there, very likely a
shell will burst and knock a fellow’s teeth out, or break them
off, and they need the dental surgeons as well as medieal sur-
geons. And my amendment to the amendment prepared by the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Roperrs] simply provides
for the selection of certain dental surgeons to be placed in
reserve.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman
that when his amendment was pending the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Papcerr] offered a substitute which replaced
the entire plan with respect to the organization of the dental
corps. No point of order was made, and the committee adopted
the substitute and fastened that on the original provisions of
the bill. And it is not the province of the Chair to say what
would be the effect of the amendment or the substitute. The
committee has taken that course.

Mr. PADGETT. I will state to the gentleman that as it is
in the bill, it gives us a Medical Reserve Corps, and the amend-
ment gives us an active dental corps.

Mr. HOWARD. The thing I want to reach is not the active
dental surgeons at all. I simply offered an amendment, which
was germane to this section, providing for dental surgeons in
the reserve corps. I do not know whether the gentleman’s sub-
stitute absorbed this or not.

Mr. PADGETT. The substitute adopted provides for the
employment of a certain number of contract dental surgeons, as
well as the enlisted men, and I think that takes care of the
question fully.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer the
following amendment, which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Roeerrs].

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That the test of qualifications for appointment to the said
reserve corps and to the dental corps may be varied to suit the subjects
of such branch of the healing art or sPeclauy of surgery of which spe-
cinlists may be reguired, and in the discretion of the Secretary of the
Navy such specialists may be grouped separately.

Mr. GOOD. I reserve a point of order on that.

Mr, ROBERTS of Massachusetts. The purpose of the pro-
vision, Mr. Chairman, is to ascertain the qualifications of doe-
tors, dentists, eye specialists, and ear specialists, whatever they
may be, who may come into the reserve corps or into the dental
corps by men who are themselves specialists in those branches.
In other words, if in the Medical Reserve Corps we want some
ear specialists, we do not want their qualifications to be ascer-
tained by dentists. If we want dentists, we do not want their
qualifications to be ascertained by eye specialists. That is the
only purpose of the amendment—to enable the Secretary of the
Navy to have specialists determine upon the qualifications for

‘| admission to either of these corps by specialisis of the same

kind.
Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
yield to the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Yes,

Mr, SLAYDEN. Areyounot making provision in that amend-
ment for something of a revolution in the manner of admitting
medical officers to the Navy?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. This applies only to the re-
serve corps and the dental corps that has been established. It
does not apply to the admission of surgeons into the Navy. It
applies only to admissions to the reserve corps and the dental
corps that we are creating.

Mr. SLAYDEN., The law prescribes the class of examinations
required for admission in the Medical Corps now and the per-
sons by whom the board of examiners shall be appointed and
who the members of the board shall be, That is a regulation,
I suppose, that the gentleman is proposing?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Yes. We are undertaking
to allow the Secretary of the Navy to preseribe specialists to
pass upon the qualifications of specialists,

Mr. SLAYDEN. May I ask the gentleman if under the
authority to make regulations the Secretary of the Navy could
not do that now, provided he did not involve the Government in
unauthorized expenditures?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I am not certain whether
he can or nof, but this makes it absolutely clear that he may.
There is no objection in the slightest to the proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rosp-
ERTS]. =

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read-

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES ANP ACCOUNTS.

Provisions, Navy: For provisions and commuted rations for the sea-
men and marines, which commuted rations may be paid to caterers of
messes, in case of death or desertion, upon orders of the commanding
officers, commuted rations for officers on sea duty (other than commis-
sioned officers of the line, Medical and Pay Corps, chaplains, chief boat-
swains, chief gunners, chief carpenters, chief machinists, and chief
sailmakers) and midshipmen. and commuted rations stopped on account
of sick In hospital and credited to the naval-hospital fund; subsistence
of officers and men unavoidably detained or absent from vessels to which
attached under orders (during which subsistence rations to e stopped
on board ship and no credit for commutation therefor to be given) ; and
for subsistence of female nurses, and Navy and Marine Corps general
courts-martial prisoners undergoing imprisonment with sentences of dis-
honorable discharge from the serviee at the expiration of such confine-
ment : Provided, That the SBecretary of the Navy ls authorized to com-
mute rations for such general courts-martial prisoners in such amounts
as seem to him proper, which may vary in accordance with the location
of the naval prison, but which shall in no case exceed 30 cents per dlem
for each ration so commuted; labor in general storehouses and pay-
masters’ offices in navy yards, including naval .stations mintalneg in
island possessions under the control of the United States, and expenses
in bhandling stores purchased and manufactured under the general ac-
count of advances; and for the purchase of United States Army emer-
gency rations, as required: Provided further, That the sum to paid
out of this appropriation, under the direction of the Secretary of the
Navy, for chemists and for elerical, inspection, and messenger serviece In
the general storehouses and paymasters’ offices of the navy yards and
naval stations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, shail not exceed
$492,200.36; in all, $8,542,328,25,

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr, Chairman, I must admit that I am at a
loss to know how to reach in this very large appropriation con-
tained in this paragraph the items I conceive to be subject to
a point of order. Upon investigation the Chairman will see that
this appropriation exceeds that of the preceding year by nearly
a million dollars.

Mr. PADGETT. May I interrupt the gentleman just a mo-

ment?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes. I will be glad to have any informa-
tion I can get. =

Mr. PADGETT. There is an increase of $532,768 on account

of the 4,000 enlisted men that we have authorized in the first
part of the bill, and—

Mr. TRIBBLE. Before the gentleman leaves that point, I
think the chairman of the committee is mistaken on that. The
evidence shows on the two hundred and eighty-third page that
the amount of increase is $261,000.

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman will remember that that was
for 2,000 additional men and that the commitiee subsequently
reported 4,000 men, so that it doubles that amount. That makes
the $532,761.

Now, then, you will remember that there has been an increase
in the daily ration for all of the men. For 48,000 men there is
an increase in the cost of the daily ration.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman mean to say that it has
been recommended by the committee that there shall be an in-
crease? :

Mr. PADGETT. No; there is an actual increase in the prices
that they have to pay for food for the men. This is for feeding
the men, caring for them, and purchasing the supplies. It is
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just a matter of mathematical caleulation. There are so many
men and so many other things provided for, and with these
additional men and with the additional cost of food, and so
forth, it takes just that much more. That is one of the para-
graphs in the bill that is just based upon a mathematieal
calculation,

Mr. TRIBBLE. I understand that, but the evidence shows
that it is vague. On page 283 of the hearings you will find that
Admiral Cowie testified that the recommendation was for
$8,325,943.95, but that the Secretary of the Nayy thought that
could be cut $50,000, and they cut it $50,000.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. TRIBBLE. It looks to me a loose way of doing. Mil-
lions are involved; the Secretary of the Navy recommends one
thing, and then with the stroke of a pen changes his estimates.
This carries ofit my argument that the committee thoroughly in-
vestigate and not let the department’s recommendation neces-
sarily control.

Mr. PADGETT. There is a very clear explanation there, if
the gentleman will just read it. The Secretary first asked for
2,000 more enlisted men, and he said that the total cost would
be $8,325,943.95 for the establishment, but he said that it would
be impossible for him to enlist all of the 2,000 men at one time, and
that they would not all be chargeable for the total 365 days in
the year. He thought that on account of not being able to
enlist them all at the beginning of the fiscal year he could re-
duce the amount by £50,000, and the committes accepted that;
but later developments occurred, with the new ships coming into
commission and under contingencies and emergencies arising,
so that it was deemed proper to report in favor of 4,000 addi-
tional men.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Who deemed it proper to report 4,000 addi-
tional men. 5
Mr. PADGETT. It was submitted to the full committee, and
was agreed to by a unanimous vote. There was not a single

man present who voted against it.

Mr, TRIBBLE. It did not receive my vote. Not only that,
I protested against the amount in this bill, both in committee
room and on the floor of this House, and was always present at
the hearings.

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know about that, but I know it
was submitted to the committee, and the committee agreed to
it, and directed an increase of 4,000 men. Therefore we had
to double the amonnt that would be required for 2,000 men,
and that made $532,000 for 4,000 men.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The Clerk will read. -

The Clerk read as follows:

Contingent, Burean of Bupplies and Accounts: For fuel, hooks and
blanks, stationery, interior inttin for general storehouses and pay
offices in navy yards; coffee mills and repairs thereto; expenses of
naval clothing factory and machinery for same; tolls, ferriages., yeo-
man's stores, safes, newspapers, and other incidental expenses, 5500.000:
Provided, That hereafter worn-out typewriting and computing machines
for the naval establishment may be exchanged as a part of the purchase
price of new ones,

Mr. HO'WARD. My, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. What has been done with the old typewriicrs and
computing machines heretofore?

Mr. PADGETT. Heretofore they have just been sold for
what they could get for them and the money turned into the
Treasury; but it has been represented to us that if they were
allowed, as individuals are when they go to purchase, to put in
their old machines, they could get far more for them when put
in with the company in that way than they could get by buy-
ing and paying all cash for the new machines and s-lling the
old ones for junk. This is giving the department that business
discretion.

Mr. HOWARD. I withdraw my pro forma amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR.

Construction and-repair of vessels: For preservation and completion
of vessels on the stocks and in ordinary; upurchaae of materia?s and
stores of all kinds; steam steerers, pneumatic steerers, steam capstans,
steam windlasses, aeroplanes (not to exceed $10,000), and all other
auxiliaries; labor In navy yards and on forelgn stations; purchase of
machinery and tools for use In shops; carrying on work of experimental
model tank; designing naval vessels; construction and repair of yard
craft, lighters, and barges; wear, tear, and repair of vessels a oat ;
general care, increase, and protection of the Navy In the line of con-
struction and repair; incidental expenses for vessels and navy yards,
inspectors’ offices, such as photographing, books, professional magazines,
plans, stationery, and instruments for drafting room, and for pay of
classifiefi force under the bureau, $8,479,144: Provided, That no part
of this sum shall be applied to the repair of aug wooden ship when the
estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a competent board of
naval officers, shall exceed 10 Per cent of the estimated cost, appraised
in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material:
Provided further, That no part of this sum shall be applled fo the
repair of any other ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be
appra by a competent beard of naval officers, shall exeeed 20 per
cent of the estimated cost, appraised in llke manner, of a new ship of
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the same size and like material : Provided her, That nothing herein
contained shall deprive the Secretary of the Navy of the authority to
order repairs of ships damaged in foreign waters or on the hi stmii
80 far as may be necessary to bring them home. And the Secretary o
the Navy is hereby aunthorized to make expenditures from a&pmpriate
funds under the various bureaus for repairs and changes on the vessels
herein named, in an amount not to exceed the sum specified for each
vessel, respectively, as follows: Connecticut, $250,000; Vermont,
250,000 ; Albany, $350,000; New Orleans, $350,000; Mlnn;apol!s,
284,000 ; Columbia, $292,000; Szlvla. $1L000: Holace, $120,000;
ther, $100,000; Piscataqua, $45,000; Active, $38,000; Unadilla,
$£43,000; Uncas, $33,000; Penacook, $‘_'3.600; Samoset, $23,000; I'om-
v, $88,000; Yantic 338.000; Prometheus, to convert to a repair ship,
350,000 in all, $2,641,000 1 ed” further, That the sum to be
paid out of this appropriation, under the direction of the Secretary of
the Navy, for clerical, drafting, in: on, and messenger service In
navy yards, naval stations, and offices of superintending naval con-
structors, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, shall not exceed
$808,039.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:
ok Ptaﬁa 44, line 21, after the word “ Prometheus,” add the words “or

estal.”

The amendment was agreed to.
Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers |

an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend, at ggd 145, line 5, by striking out the period, imserting a
semicolon, adding :

"% Propided, No part of any money appropriated in this act shall
air of vessels at navy yards or naval
E&% }'grﬂlc: %ﬁiﬁ]%%ng:s lg;? enlisted men of the N{v;."

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that

that amendment be passed for the present and be considered as
ding.

pe!;[r. i‘IE{"&DGETT. 1 suppose we might dispose of it now. Is

there any special reason why the gentleman wants it passed
9

OV fr. MURRAY. The only reason is that it is in line with

ihe labor amendments heretofore offered by the gentleman from

INinois [Mr. BucHANAN], which have been passed over.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order, if
the gentleman from Tennessee does not.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that the
amendment is in order, but I raise the point of order that the
gentleman from Georgia is too late.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman thinks that the peint of
order made by the gentleman from Massachusetts is well taken.

Mr. MURRAY. The only purpose I have in having the matter
postponed is that the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. BUCHANAN],
a member of the committee, has several labor amendments which
are practically on the same subject matter and which have
already been passed and are pending.

Mr. PADGETT. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I will consent to
its being passed over. .

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Massachusetts will be passed for the
present and considered pending.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follovg}: RS S m ot

Seere A are au cause to a8
:l'.rg‘n!:ea.ny p:a%mﬁg{mvga;gg nf?he Maine or its pment that are
suitable for the purpose tablets for donation as relies in conformity
with the provisions of the act of December 22, 1911, making appro-
Frisiss b Sl s e st Syt
tgt?slsesmhggu!%iucm o f:r the removal the wreck of the Maline and

feipalities and other bodies receiving such tablets shall
E‘é?ﬁn;fhfh? g:af ?ﬂmor, which cost shall be reimbursed to the proper

appropriation.
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order to that

paragraph. <
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter upon that
matter from the Secretary of the Navy that gives such a clear
explanation that I think I will read it. It is as follows:
NivY DEPARTMENT,

% G Washington, March 7, 1912,
Hon. LEMuEL P. PaparrT, M. C, :
hairman Committes on Naval Affairs,
N House of Representatives.

My Dma CoNcrEssMAN: Referring to the provisiom in the urgent
deficiency appropriations act of December 22, 1911, that authorizes the
d!.stri‘m‘gon of relics of the wreck of the Maine, kL have the honor to say
that the articles, materials, and parts of the vessel that are of such a
character as to show what they are or, so to :&y. speak for themselves,
are noft numerous enough to aup%lﬂr those asking for and entltled to
mementos. There are available other materials and parts that could,
with ecom tively slight expense, be made into tablets aw tieating
the fact t they were once a part of the Maine, and such tablets
would be equally valuable with other articles from the vessel.
~Itis ed that the wn:i‘to ncmtflhhguﬂmmrydlspm
tion of mementos of this latter kind would be for the department to

have the tablets made and earry the thereof In each case until

reimbursement could be made bg the donee, and in order to facilitate
such distribution it is requesied that the provision of law mentioned
above be amended so as to authorize the use temporarily of funds appro-
g:l;l‘ed for work on the wreck of the Maine upon condition that the

eficiarles shall defray such expenses and the proper appropriations
be reimbursed accordingly.

Inclosed herewith is a draft of provision that would, it is believed,
accomplish this Wpurpose satisfactorily. The effect of it would be simply
to enable the War and Navy Defmrtments to have tablets made up to

t o tions and municipalities request relies withont tl:ndg
for mates of cost to be made, approved, and accepted, whlle provid-
ing at the same time that, as uired by the original law, no vrt of
the expense of distribution, of relics shall be ul tely borne by the
Government.

This draft is In such form that it may Dbe Infroduced as a separate
measure or inserted as a Ermr!sion in some other s,pproPriate bill.

It is requested that this amendment receive favorable and early com-
sideration by the committee,

G. v. L. MEYER.

Faithfully, yours,

In other words, there are large parts of the wreck of iron
and steel that ean be made into tablets with an insecription
upon it authenticating that it was a part of the battleship
Maine. They can be distributed to any eity, hamlet, town, or
community, or association, or Grand Army post, who would
only have to pay the actual cost of molding these into tablets.

Mr. GOOD. How much remains of the unexpended balance
appropriated for raising the wreek?

Mr, PADGETT. I do not know that I ean tell.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I will say to the gentle-
man from Iowa that I have been advised by the Navy Depart-
ment that the total expense of making these tablets. will not
exceed $1,500. =

Mr. GOOD. What assurance has the department that the
municipalities or associations authorized under the law to
receive them will order them and pay for them?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. They have more applica-
tions now than they can grant.

Mr. GOOD. Yes; but those are free applications.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. They have to pay the cost
of transportation.

Mr. PADGETT. Under the existing law they have to pay
the expenses of transportation and handling, and this additional
expense will be comparatively small, Of course, it would de-
pend upon the demand for them, but the department says it is
flooded now with demands for these relics, and that they are in-
capable of meeting them,and the suggestion is made to make these
mementoes out of what remains of the wreck and supply this
great demand, and the Government at the same time will be
put to no expense.

Mr. GOOD. Is the gentleman satisfied that there will be no
expense to the Government in the manufacturing and disposing
of these mementoes?

Mr. PADGETT. I should think the cost of it would be so
little that it would be entirely covered, but if it shonld not be,
and they were left on the hands of the Government, the cost
would be very small. The gentleman must remember that as
time rolls around the value of these mementoes will become
much greater.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, did the gentleman from
Towa reserve a point of order?

Mr, ROBERTS of Massachusetts. A point of order is re-
served.

Mr. BARTLETT. A point of order is reserved, and the peint
of order is good, I apprehend. I desire to ask the gentleman
from Tennessee in what way this amends the urgent deficiency
bill passed at this session of Congress providing funds for the
raising of the Maine and the disposition of the various parts of
the wreck that might be preserved.

Mr. PADGETT. It does not in terms amend the act.

Mr. BARTLETT. It changes the law.

Mr. PADGETT. By this subsequent legislation it will give
authority to take this old material and make it into tablets with
an inscription on it authenticating the fact that it was made
out of a part of the battleship, and that the expense of it shall
be borne by the recipients of the tablets.

Mr. BARTLETT. The Subcommittee on Appropriations had
hearings and went into this matfer very thoroughly. The Sec-
retary of the Navy submitted fo if at that time a plan, which
was agreed to by the subcommittee, the full committee, and re-
ported to the House, by which it was determined in what man-
ner certain parts of this battleship should be disposed of, and to
whom it should be disposed of. It was discussed on the floor
of the House, amendments were offered, and it was thought
proper then, when the matter was fresh in the minds of the
House, that nothing further should be done about the matter
than was done in that bill, reported to and passed upon by the
House. We knew that from all parts of the conntry would come
innumerable requests for parts of this ship, to be preserved hs
memorials or relics, and it was then thought proper to confine
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it in such a way that it could be used only in a eertain way.
This appropriation bill proposes to do an entirely different
thing, and to add to or amend that act. -

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. :

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. This act does not change
the societies that are to receive the relics.

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that, :

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. But when they came to
collect the relics from the Maine, if we may term them such,
it was found that the greater portion of the material availdble
is in such shape or form as to be not at all desirable by any-
body for relics. In other words, it is broken and twisted iron,
brass, copper, and bronze that does not on its face indicate
that it ever was on the Maine or anywhere near it. So far as
its appearance goes, it might have been taken from any junk
pile in any junk dealer’s yard. The people who are entitled to
relics and who are applying for them ean not get suitable relics
from the department because the department has not got them,
because there were g0 few that were saved from that ship. The
whole purpose of this provision is to make available for the
very purposes of the act to which the gentleman alludes this
mass of scrap, which can be cast info tablets carrying on their
face the fact that they are from the battleship Maine.

Mr. BARTLETT. But that is not the purpose of it. The
whole purpose is to authorize a certain class of persons to re-
ceive them other than those already authorized.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Oh, no; I beg the gentle-
man’s pardon. He has not thoroughly read the amendment.

Mr. PADGETT. It does not enlarge the beneficiaries or the
recipients that are limited by the act which was reporfed by
the Committee on Appropriations, This is simply to authorize
putting these relics into shape for distribution to the ones
authorized by the former act. The language is:

For donation as relies, in conformity with the provisions of the act
o{c December 22, 1911, making appropriations to supply deficiencies,
ete.

It does not enlarge the scope of that act.

Mr. BARTLETT. We appropriated money for the raising of
the Maine and we appropriated money for this purpose in that
deficiency bill.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; and this is simply to allow them to
change the character of the relics so as to make them available,
and for identification so that if they should accept a relic it
would show what it is, but no other beneficiary, no other donee
can get one except those provided for in the act reported by
the Committee on Appropriations and passed by Congress.

Mr. BARTLETT. It does not change the manner of distri-
bution? -

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Not at all.

Mr. BARTLETT. Nor the persons or municipalities?

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Not at all. Let me say
further to the gentleman, there are pieces of brass piping and
slicets of copper that indicate nothing on their face. The
Spanish War camp, the munieipality, or the Grand Army post
that is entitled fo a relic from the Maine, on applieation under
the existing law, does not care for a common piece of brass
piping which means nothing. It is no ornament, and this
merely provides the manner by which this junk—and that is
what it is—can be put into a form that will be acceptable and
desirable on the part of those who are entitled to receive the
relics, and the whole cost is to be paid by those people.

Mr. BARTLETT. This is not to incur any expense?

Mr. PADGETT. None whatever to the Government.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. It is simply to carry out
and expedite the provigions of the act to which the gentleman
referred. The unexpended money for the raising of the Aaine
is to be made available and is to be reimbursed by the people
who receive the relics at the cost of preparing the tablets,

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to make the
point of order after that statement, but T thought, on reading
the provision of the bill, that it was an effort to amend a propo-
sition which had been very carefully considered by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and we thought we had reached a
conclusion which was satisfactory to the Navy Department.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts, And jt is perfectly satis-
factory to our committee, .

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the point
of order for the purpose of asking the chairman of the com-
mittee a question or two about this unexpended balance. I do
not know whether there is an unexpended balance of the money
appropriated for the raising of the Aaine.

Mr. PADGETT. I understand that there is, and that is a
matter that is under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Ap-

propriations, and not under the jurisdiction of the Committee
on Naval Affairs; hence I have not gone into the expenditure of
that. This matter does not involve the question of the account-
ing for the amount appropriated. That is altogether with the
other committee. Ours is simply to aunthorize to put this junk
of material in a condition so that if a town in your district
ggg}les for a piece it would get something that would be identi-

Mr. FOWLER. I understand that; but that is not my objeet.
I want to know if it is not true that the unexpended balance
appropriated for any definite purpose reverts back into the
Treasury of the United States?

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly it does; yes.

Mr. FOWLER. Now, I want to know if it is not a further
fact that before an unexpended balance can be used for any
purpose it must be reappropriated for the new use?

Mr. PADGETT. If it is already appropriated, and if we
enlarge the uses to which it might be applied, the authorization
would be sufficient under the law, it having already been ap-
propriated.

Mr, BARTLETT. That is what is proposed to be done
here—to give that authorization.

Mr. PADGETT. That is right; that is the proposition.

Mr. FOWLER. The gentleman considers that the transform-
ing of a part of the wreck of the Maine into relics is only an
addition to the idea of the original appropriation, and that it
can be carried into effect without making a reappropriation of
the money?

Mr. PADGETT. It does not need an additional appropria-
tion of money. We have already appropriated the money, and
this is simply for authority to use it in addition to the purposes
specified in the appropriation.

Mr. FOWLER. Suppose there is not an unexpended balance?

Mr. PADGETT. Then there would have to be an appropria-
tion, but when there is an unexpended balance—for instance,
once that the Constitution is complied with and Congress has
apprepriated, there can be an authorization which simply en-
larges the scope of the original proposition.

Mr. FOWLER. This provision simply intends to enlarge the
scope of a former appropriation with reference to the same sub-
Jject matter.

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir,

Mr, FOWLER. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I am not very much worried
about the great expense that it is going to cost, because I do
not think it is going to amount to very much, because there is
a provision for the return of the amount expended to the Gov-
ernment. What I am worried about is, are we going to get
enough of these relics to go around?

Mr. PADGETT. That is what the department is trying to do
now, . :

Mr. HOWARD. Has the gentleman any iden that it is going
to give enough to go around to all the towns and municipalities
that may want it? For instance, I know now since this agita-
tion has gotten up every town in my district practically wants
a relie, and T want to know if there is going to be enongh to go
around. If there are, I should be for it, and if not, I think I
should be against it.

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know how many relics it will make,
but I will say, as far as my district is concerned, I have had
only one application.

Mr, HOWARD. The gentleman’s district is very modest, be-
cause they know he gets so many other things.

Mr. PADGETT. I have only one request from my district.
The object is to break this old junk up and make it into avail-
able tablets. )

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Stenm machinery : For completion, repalring, and preservation of ma-
chinery and bollers of naval vessels, Including cost of new bollers; dis-
tilling, refrl;i’eratlng. aeroplane, and auxillary machinery ; preservation
of and small repairs to machinery and boilers in vessels in ordinary,
receiving and training vessels; repair and care of machinery of yard
tugs and launches, and for pay of clussified force under the bureau,

$4,250,000 : Provided, That the sum to be paid out of this appropriation
for aeroplane machinery sghall not exceed $20,000.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the
chairman of the committee if we did not have a provision for
this aeroplane proposition the other day? Do not we have this
aeroplane proposition carried further on in the bill?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; there is still another place in the bill.
Under the Bureau of Navigation there was appropriated $10,000,
and under the Bureau of Steam Engineering there is an ap-
propriation of $20,000; and then under the Bureau of Construe-
tion and Repair there is an appropriation of $10,000; making
$40,000. Under the different bureaus under the law they have




1244

CONGRESSIONATL RECORD—HOUSE.

May 27,

certain funetions to perform. For instance, the Bureau of
Steam has to deal with engines and machinery.
“The Burean of Construction and Repair has to deal with what
you might eall the hull; and if we compare the flying machines
and airships, that is the part that is outside of the machin-

My, HOWARD. I understand; you appropriate separately
for each one.

Mr. PADGETT., Yes; for each department.

Mr. HOWARD. I understand.

3r. FOWLER. I wanted to ask a question about the appro-
priation for the aeroplane. I saw in another place an appro-
priation for the same thing. .

Mr. PADGETT. There are three places in there. I just
explained it to the gentlemen. The appropriation is provided so
as to meet the doties as distributéd by law to the different bu-
reans. For instance, under the Bureau of Navigation, which
has to do with the personnel of the Navy, the men who fly, we
made the appropriation of $10,000 to meet their reguirement.

Mr. FOWLER. That is on page 437

Mr. PADGETT. That is on page 4 or 5, away back in the
first part of the bill. Then on page 45, here, we have $20,000
under the Bureau of Steam Engineering. That relates to the
engines and the machinery and the machine parts of the aero-
planes. Then, under the Bureau of Construction and Repair

_ there is an appropriation of $10,000, which relates to that part
of the aeroplane which might be called the hull or body.

The law, in apportioning the duties of these different bu-
reaus, limits them to certain parts. For instance, the Burean of
Steam Engineering can handle the machinery, but can not have
anything to do with the handling of the body of the machine.
The Bureau of Construction and Repair must make the body
of the machine, but it can not deal with making the engines or
purchasing the engines.

Mr. FOWLER. Is that the reason the appropriation was
not eonsolidated in one appropriation?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir; because no one bureau alone was
qualified to handle the whole proposition.

The Clerk read as follows:

Machinery t, naval station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii: For machine
tools and appliances required for the equipment of shops, $300,000.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, did we not provide for ma-
chine tools and appliances $200,000 for this same plant just a
moment ago?

Mr. PADGETT. We provided under the Bureau of Construc-
tion and Repair for their part of the building. This is for
the machinery that goes into the building and for the Bureau
of Steam Engineering. It is a different burean. This is not
a duplication.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I just came into
the Chamber when the aeroplane section was being discussed,
and T wish the opportunity of recurring to that for a moment,
but not for the purpose of an amendment. I want to know of
the chairman if he thinks a sufficient appropriation has been
made for aeroplanes, or what may be better determined now, so
far as naval warfare is concerned, water planes, and whether or
not the chairman and the committee have the most recent re-
ports from discoveries along those lines that have been made
and inventions applied in the English navy?

Mr. PADGETT. I will state to the gentleman that the com-
miftes was in hearty sympathy with the development of the
aeroplanes. We had before us the chiefs of the different bu-
reaus that have to deal with them—the Bureau of Navigation,
that deals with the personnel; the chief of the Bureau of Con-
struction and Repair, that deals with the body of it; and the
Bureau of Steam Engineering, which deals with the engines and
machinery. And we carry in the bill the exact amount they
asked for, and which they said would meet all their demands
and requirements for the coming year.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. How much is that? <

Mr. PADGETT. Something over $40,000.

AMr. RUCKER of Colorado. Well, Mr. Chairman——

Mr. PADGETT. They said it was all they could use and all
they required.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the chairman answer this
question: What time was that hearing held, and at what time
did these experts come before the committee?

Mr. PADGETT. It may have been during the month of April
or the month of Mareh that we had them before us, or it may
have been the latter part of February, I am not sure.

AMr. RUCKER of Colorado. I wish to say in this connection,
if the chairman will pardon me for a moment, that I have been
constantly, and as I thought consistently, against the building of
any more battleships, based upon the idea that we would never
get into a war with any country on the globe which would re-
quire more battleships.

»

Bat inasmuch, sinee the 10th day of this month, when the
aeroplane, or waterplane, of a Mr. Horace Short, in England,
has been so thoroughly tested that it eould fly from a ship
or fly from the water, the question has come fo my mind
whether we should build more battleships or whether we should
build more aeroplanes or what is better known as the water-

The point is this, that in my judgment we are doing
the wrong thing in building any more battleships or the fur-
ther fortification of any section of our coasts, especially upon
the Panama Canal, where we now propose to spend untold
millions, because a waterplane can ascend from the water or
ascend from a ship, 250 miles away from any fortification or
fleet, and drop not only a bombshell but a pig of iron or an
ingot of steel, and will do the same damage to a fortress or
vesgel that would be done by the exploeded bomb. It was demon-
strated thoroughly by the English Navy that the battles of the
future would be upon the sea, but not fought by the battle-
ships. They will be fought by the aeroplanes or the water-
planes.

Therefore, with a coast from which can be sent up any
number of aeroplanes, it stands to reason that no fleet can ever
successfully attack this country. If we are going to attack
another country, then it would be a battleship propesition, but
as long as we are going to stand upon our own dunghill and
ﬁ;,;ht, we are bound to and can successfully de it by the aero-
plane,

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I ask leave, Mr. Chairman, {o
extend my remarks in the Recorp, by inserting an article from
the London Mirror and Daily Mail, to which I had reference in
my remarks. %

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
Rucker] asks unanimons consent to extend his remarks in the
Recorn. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The article referred to is as follows:

[8pecial correspondence The New York Times.]

WONDERFUL BRITISH NAVAL WATERPLANE HAS STARTLED THE OTHER
POWERS—SCENES AT THE NAVAL EEVIEW AT WEYMOUTH, AT WHICH
THE HYDROPLAXE INVENTED BY HORACE SHORT, PREVIOUSLY BUDR-
ROUNDED BY COMPLETE SECRECY, AMAFED ALL THE BPECTATORS, IN-
CLUDING KING GEORGE, WHO NOW DESIRES TO TAKE A TRIP IN IT.

Loxvox, May 10.

No pleasanter surprise for the English nation has been prepared in
the last half century than that provided at the naval review at Wey-
mouth by the biplane-hydroplane, or * waterplane "—the more convenient
glﬁrﬁ already on everyone's tongue—which has been Invented by Horace

ort.

Officially, this extraordinary machine is called the S j}i, and,
according to The Daily Mirror, Great Britain's triumph with it has
“ gtunned the admiralties of Europe, including our own.”

The same 'leper gays that every aerial expert in Europe realizes
that the naval airmen operating at Weymouth this weck are inangurat-
Inﬁ_g new era in naval warfare,

e Ki.nﬂg has ped the tremendous possibilities of the aeroplane
that can float in security with or without the additional eapacity of
rising from the water, His Majesty's enthusinsm is compeliing the
nation to recognize that Britain's chance to gecure the dominion of the
air as well as thet of the sea has come and must be seized.

“]1 have,” says The Mirror's correspondent at Weymouth, * been

rivileged to learn a great deal of what is going on that is not publie
wledge, and I am able to say with absolute assurance that within
two years every British warship larger than a destroyer will carry
one or more aeroplanes. It will be possible for these aeroxlnncs to
be launched from .the deck without m{. run at all, and to float even
in a rough sea till taken on board. They will be fitted with wireless
telegraphy apparatus, controlled by a pa r wearing a sound-proof
helmet, and provided with bombs and a rifie. They will command
from even only 1.000 feet altitude an area of 50 miles square. They
will be capable of alighting on land as easily as on the water,

“The Hibernia and Africa, which have already been fitted with
launching platforms, can 1lft an aeroplane from the sea elongside
with a single hook, and swing it on board. It c¢an be taken to pleces
and stow away. In another 10 minutes, when reguired, it can be
put together again and launched on another fiight.

“ Phere are two machines here of incomparable importance, for thelr
achievements are arousing the wonder of the world. They are the
amagzing biplane-h; d:oPla.ne. called 8 41, which has already made Com-
mander Samson, gs pllot, famous, and the biplane & 28, flown by both
Commander Samson and Lieut. Gregory, which ls also fitted with
floats to enable it to rest on the surface of the sea, but ean not arise
from the water.

“ 71 have positive knowledge that emissaries from at least two other
naval powers are here straining every effort to obtain plans and photo-
graphs of the details of § 47, and a number of detectives are also here
to assist the naval authorities in preventing them."

1 1s launched on wheels, which fall off as she touches the
water, is not adapted for alighting on anything but water; but it
is only @& simple matter to fit gear to.her which will enable her to
alight with equal success on land or water. Ter stability and security
by the fact that Admiral Callaghan's daughter was per-
mitted to make a flight as a passenger in her. She carries petrol
enough to keep her aloft for seven hours.

ce possesses elght hydroplanes, and Germany bhas been secretly
e:xperimwlg.ng and possesses several; but neither power has designed
ang_hinf so efficient as 8 4L
he fastest French machine has a s
8 j1 has a speed of 55 miles an hour.

her:
No battleship could hit her at 2,000-foot altitude.

of only 42 miles an hour.
ere are some other facts about

.




1912.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1245

She could drop 800 pounds of high explosive upon the biggest ship
and utterly destroy it.

She has made dozens of flights, mmi from and descending into the
water at will, without the slightest mishap.

In an article on “ The waterplane—¥What it will do,” Horace Short,
ity inventor, says in The Daily Mail :

“'The last few months have shown to the world that aviation is
no longer a dream, no longer a mere risky sport, but a stern and power-
ful reality, a sclence full of enormous possibilities, the scope and
consctixuenccs of which no man to-day can predict for 20 years hence.

“The continental armies already have their air scouts in actual
warfare. A Dritish fleet has seen its sons 3,000 feet above the decks,
borne through the air at 60 miles per hour on duty, following a
predetermined course, carrying out a specified object, regardless of
wind, Iogl; and rain squalls through which they flew ‘being only visible
to those below when crossing a chance rift in the mist and clond laden
atmosphere. Their speed is double that of the fastest destroyer; their
range almost that of the to o boat of a few years ago. They have
detected the mighty naval fighting arm, the submarine, when it thought
itself secure from view, submerged, with only its tiny periscope above
the surface. They have carried and dro[])]ped, with close precision, pon-
derous masses of metal, which might have been bombs sufficient to
sink or wreck a good-sized warship. They have risen from and alighted
on the water, flown from the deck of a battleship, carried dispatches
to shore and vessel. They have carried out maneuvers to a time-table
without a hitch.

“The lookout has caught a fleeting glim of a distant, rapidly
moving speck through a chance rift in the clonds. The air scout has
seen the fleet. The admiral must realize that all his well-planned
scheme has been discovered. What should he do? Change all his
well-thought-out plans or boldly continue, with the hauntlugmssmplelon—
which probably in his mind amounts to a certainty—that carefully
thought out strategieal movement has been fully divolged to his
opponent long before he ean reach the critleal position?

‘That tiny speck in the clond rift has vanished lonf before the

ns are loaded and trained upon it, and the admiral well knows that
n a few more minutes the full details of his formation, together with true
photoi;lmghs in plan of his mighty fleet, will be discussed by his opponent.

“The human occupants in that tiny speck have fully as ed—

“1, The composition of his fleet.

2. Its formation.

. *3. And its course,

“And in 30 minutes this information is 40 miles away, irrecoverable.

* The experience of airmanship already at hand leads one to predict
that the offensive and defensive hydroaeroplane of the very mnear
future will be constructed so that it ean safely remain resting on the
open sea In compsm;- with the floating sea scouts and torpedo flotillas,
while the parent ship will be able to render them assistance in case of
need. They will ar and al}fht on the sea with ease. They must
go from the deck of a ship and land on the water or the land, carry-
ing three or four persons, who include two i:\ﬁot!. an observer, wireless
operator, and a gunner, and sufficient petrol and provisions for a 500-
mile journey at a speed of 60 or 65 es per hour.

“A duplex power plant of 500 horsepower will enabls an efficient
desg!igu to be made, at the same time tﬂlving that further security against
engine troubles which is all essential. At the same time the aerial
Dreadnought will carry its 'dinghy,’ sufficlent for the crew to leave
her when resting on the water if they wish to do so. Her speed on
the water when ‘skimming' will enable her far to outdistance the
fleetest war vessels, so that in case of a forced descent one or both
of her engines can be used to propel her throngh and over the water
until she regains her parent ship or shelter harbor. Her offensive
armament will consist of speclal quick-firilng guns and bombs, and her
wireless equipment will enable her to keep well in touch with the alr
gcouts and the main fleet. Thus the mobil tjl'lof the aerial Dreadnought
in efther element will far surpass the mobility of the water scout in
its single element.

“The air scout, to carry a pilot and observer, will have a speed of
80 or 90 miles per hour and be of about 120 horsepower, fitted to float
gafely on the water and rise. It will resemble somewhat the Dread-
naupit, its larger brother, but will be of a lighter construction.

“ There is to-day only cne thing that limits the size of the aeroplane,
and that is the engine, When engines are made of 1,000 horsepower,
l!ﬁht. efficient, and reliable, the aerial Dreadnought will be still more
reliable and controllable, and more effective an its smaller type.
The engines, too, will be 1piace::l in such positions as to be accessible to
the mechanic while in fl ?ht: 80 going another step further to obtain
that reliability which ‘wil
and military warfare.

“ Emerging from the experimental stage, the aeroplame now only
requires the thought and study of highly trained engineers and de-
slgners, worki with e fenced naval and military officers, to make
it one of the finest fighting machines and an indispensable arm for
both army and navy.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Epwarps having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Curtiss, one of its clerks, announced that the
Senate had passed without amendment bill of the following
title:

H. R.17029. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to con-
vert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade

post.

always be of the first importance in naval

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

The Clerk read as follows:

One professor of mathematics, 1 of mechanical drawing, 1 of Eng-
lish, 1 of French, and 1 of Spanish, at $3,000 each.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an arhendment which
I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by adding at the end of line 17, ?ag'e 47 : “Provided, That no
part of the apprg:rintion made In this bill ghall be paid to eivilian
gﬁfesxsolisslozt”ma ematics placed on the retired list of officers after

y 4 -

Mr, TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, on page 740 of the Navy
Yearbook of 1909 you will find professors of mathematics, six
on the retired list. There are more of them now. On page
739 you will gee that on the active list of professors of
mathematics there are 14. If you will turn with me to page
749 you will find there a number of professors provided for as
captains and commanders, some drawing salaries at $5,500.

Now, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of my amendment is to un-
dertake to cut off from the retired list people who are not
entitled to go on the retired list, and I hope the House will give
me a patient hearing on this question. I have not taken up
much of the time of this House, and I believe I am fair, and I
believe I can convince Members on the floor of this House who
have not made up their minds that this is a fair proposition.

Mr. GREGG of Texag. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, Trissre] be allowed
to proceed for 10 minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen-
tleman from Georgia.[Mr. TrissLE] be allowed to proceed for
10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Now, on page 481 of the hearings you will
find statements in regard to an effort to get additional pro-
fessors on the retired list as officers. Bills were introduced
before the Committee on Naval Affairs, and this evidence was
incidentally brought out in the naval hearings, and I will read
for the information of the House gome extracts therefrom.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a moment?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes.

Mr. PADGETT. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to
the fact that on the 30th day of June of the present year, a
little more than 30 days from now, the law becomes operative
to the effect that no officer on the retired list can be employed
in any Government service—I mean in any of the commissioned
services—so that a provision prohibiting the thing that the gen-
tleman is complaining of—that retired officers are at work—yvill
go into effect. But these are the active professors at the acad-
emy, who are doing the actual teaching, and the gentleman
surely does not wish to cripple them or their salaries.

Mr. TRIBBLE. I think I understand the proposition, Mr.
Chairman. There are on the list of professors of mathematics
not only professors of mathematics proper, but also one profes-
sor of physics, and instructors in language. I read:

Mr. TrispLe. There Is no provision of law at the presen
pn% thfmaon the rer&iredmlistt?h: e i fne
apt. Giepoxs. No, s ¥ out with nothing execept what they
have saved. As I say, the objection has been general y to ngnny of these
coming In. I think every who is there as an instructor or a pro-
fessor has a bill for some form of pension. There has never Leen any
amﬁr o%ject!on. = s
r. TRIBBLE. you nk that thelr capacity to teach h
ST e i S pmosiny
ap InBoXs. No, sir: k Prof. Terry now is an exeellent man,
but he is getting on and I do not know how long he will last. 4
Mr. TrIBBLE. Do iyou not think an active life Is a good thing for an
old man if he ean Elwe roper service?
Capt. Gieeoxs. He does not want to retire until he has to. He is
performing satisfactory serviee now.
Mr, TRIBBLE. thﬁn;;hould bhe be put on the retired 1list?
A .f.fﬁ‘e’f.; GIBBONS. ply because of his long service at the Naval
lngnfr' 'Iili?ma. He is still able to continue his service and is not ask-
or
Capt. Gissoxs. He is not asking for the retired list now.
Mr. GrecG. We have before the commitiee one of Capt. Homsox's
bills, H. R. 19234°?

Capt. Gippoxs. This Is a similar bill for Prof. Corbesier, the sword
%\aster '5‘15:; g;h% ullnfr.igutgn. ﬂ?e mf-d been theg even longer t?]im Prof.
eITy. 8 8 to give the sword master the same pay as the sword
master at the Military Academy. e
£y - L] * - L] -

Mr. TrissrLE. I would like to ask if you think these two bills are
necessary and if you favor them?

Capt. Gispoxs. I favor both of them on sentimental reasons.

Mr. TrreBrLBE. But not on business ressons?

Capt. Gmpoxs. That Is up to ﬁm :ntlemen.

Mr. Trisnre, You have just stated that these men were capable and
that they were not impaired at all?

Capt. Giepoxs. The sword master Is near the limit.

Mr, Trigsre. I'rom a business standpoint you do not favor the bills,
but from a sentimental standpoint you do?

Capt. Gispoxs. From a sentimental standpoint, T do.

I call particular attention to this guestion:

Mr., TgeissLE. I would like to ask if you think these two bills are
necessary and if you favor them?

His answer is:

Capt. Gispoxs. I favor both of them on sentimental reasons.

Now, Mr. Chairman and genflemen of this ecommittee, I say
that the time has come when the people of this country ought
to understand that professors at the Naval Academy are car-
ried on the retired list; men who have never smelled powder,
men who, if there had been a battle on every hilltop and in
every valley in the United States, would never have been in the
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service; men absolutely immune from sgervice:; men who are
not as likely to be in the service as genflemen on this fioor, be-
cause they are over here at the Naval Academy employed as
teachers. Yet by some method they have managed to get on the
retired list at salaries of $4,000 or §5,000 a year. The people
want a seagoing Navy, a fighting Navy, and not a sentimental
land substitute. [Applause.] That is the position I have been
taking before this House, and I believe the House will agree
with me.

In the hearing I made this statement, which I read to the
committee because it is in line with the thought that I am try-
ing to emphasize here to-day:

Mr. TuispLE. They were very fortunate in their younger days to get
these appointments, they considercd themselves hlggly honoretf, and as
a matter of fact, they sought them?

Capt. Gienoxs. I should say they did.

Mr. Tnissre. And they have had a good salary all their lives.
Teachers of equal capacity in the various counties and towns all over
th]e Un?lted States are not retired when they reach 65 years of age on a
“&rﬁt. Gisroxs. No, slir. .

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentiemen, the point I want to make
ig this, that men apply for these positions as professors at
Annapolis. They seek them, and at the time when they apply
there are a number of others who are seeking these appoint-
ments, too. They strive for them. One secures an appointment
and another goes back to the private walks of life. He may
follow the plow, he may stand behind the counter, he may
work in a sawmill, or any other position in life. He stroggles
and competes with his fellow men.

The other man who is fortunate is up there at the Naval
Academy, draws a big salary, and lives sumptuously all the
days of his life, Now, what right has such a professor to be
retired at 65 on salary? The peoor fellow who was unsuccessful
and who went back to the private walks of life, possibly work-
ing in a sawmill, has to pay a tax in order to support the man
who has lived in luxury all the days of his life, and then after
retirement to help support him in ease as a retired officer. I
say you have no more right to take these professors out of the
Naval Academy and put them on the retired list as commanders
or lieutenant commanders, positions in which they never served,
and a rank which they never expected to attain—jyou have no
more right to do that than you have to go down into my State
and take a man out of the State University of Georgia, or to
go out into the country to the town of Bowman, or some
other place, and pick out a professor there and put him on the
retired list and pay him a salary. Now, right is right and fair
is fair, and the people are going to watch this thing. Your con-
stituents will see my remarks in the CoNeressioNAL REcorp and
they will read the testimony before the committee that I pro-
pose to put into the Recorn. Look at the number of retired offi-
cers in the Navy—rear admirals 151, commodores 40, captains
83, and so on.

1 am not considering at this time men in the active service
as officers. I am complaining against the method of placing
civilians, men who are simply professors in the Naval Academy,
being earried on the retired list of this Government and the
people having to pay the taxes to support them. I want to illus-
trate the retirement question by holding up before you a draw-
ing of a ladder. A good deal has been said here about these
officers being retired and other officers taking their places, and
that such retirement does not cost the Government any material
sum. I want you to leok at this ladder which I have drawn on
this paper, so that you can understand the point I am trying to
make. At the top of the ladder is carried admirals at $9,672.32;
this is represented as the top round.

Now they are set aside at three-quarters salary, $7,265. He
is at the top of the ladder, retired, and goes off the ladder.
When you move him off every man on the ladder moves up a
round, and each round represenis many, many thousands of
dollars. Am I right about this proposition, or are gentlemen
right who take the position on the other side?

Take a commander; he is lower down on the ladder. He
gets $4479. That commander may retire 20 years before his
age of retirement by the plucking board. Estimate how much
he has drawn out of the Treasury during that 20 years of his
retirement before the age limit and you will find that it amounts
to $80,580. When one officer is taken out of the service there
is an upward movement in all the ranks, new positions with
increased salary. On the active list of officers there are—
admirals, 26; captains, 83; commanders, 117; lieutenant com-
manders, 209 ; lieutenants, 354. On the retired list there are—
admirals, 151; commodores, 119; captains 53; lieutenants, 73.
This is only the head of the list of commissioned officers, and
you will see nearly as many in the statement given on the
retired list as there are on the active list—doing nothing and
drawing from $3,000 to $6,000 per year—and yet my amendment

to nullify the power of the plucking board was defented, and
this board will continuve to retire 15 officers each year before
such officers reach the age of retirement,

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, the amendment-offered by
the gentleman from Georgia provides that no part of the ap-
propriation made in this bill—it dees not apply to the section,
but to the whole bill—shall be paid to any civillan professor of
mathematies placed on the retired list of officers after the 1st
of July, 1912, I want fo say that civilian professors of mathe-
maties are not placed on the retired list at any time. Civilian
professors have been frying for years to get the committee to
report a bill placing them on the retired list, but we have stead-
fastly refused to do so. There are a number of such bills
pending before the committee at this time, but the committes
has never reported a bill to place ecivilian professors on the
retired list.

Mr. BOWMAN. If the civilian professors do as good work
as the other professors, why should they not be put on the
retired list the same as an officer promoted for a similar
service?

Mr. PADGETT. That is a question not involved at this time,
and it would open a door to a civil retirement list which would
bankrupt the country very promptly.

The gentleman from Georgia refers to the number of profes-
sors in mathematics who may be on the retired list, but they are
all commissioned officers and held the position and rank of pro-
fessor of mathematics with the rank of captain, commander, and
so forth, as provided in the law under which they were com-
missioned.

Then the amendment provides against placing professors on
the retired list after July 12, 1912, =o that it would not affect
any on the retired list at this time. In the next place, the gen-
eral law prohibits the employment of retired officers on the
active list for any purpose after June 30, 1912. I therefore hope
the amendment will not prevail, as it would only complicate
matters and be of no service.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Georgia.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Four instructors, at $2,160 each.

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word, in order to ask the chairman of the committee a
question. Has there been any complaint lodged with the com-
mittee with reference to the method of examination of the boys
appointed by the Members of this House and by Senators for
the Naval Academy that the examination has been so hard as
to keep the poor boys-out of the institution at Annapolis and
also at West I'oint?

Mr. PADGETT. There has been no complaint lodged in the
sense of a public complaint or any communication. Members
of the committee have discussed the question among themselves
whether or not the examination was rigid, but there has been
no formal or official complaint. We have recognized that the
examinations are diffieult and that quite a number of boys have
failed fo pass them. The other day in a hearing before the
committee Capt. Smith was heard on the personnel bill, and we
discussed in connection with the legislative requirements of the
general personnel reorganization the question of academic ex-
aminations, and so forth, and we had quite a hearing upon that.
I will state to the gentleman that the curriculum and quality of
examinations are fixed by an academic board at the academy,
and they can change if, raise if, or lower it as they see fit.
Perhaps if the matter was taken up with them they might re-
vise it. It dees not require legislation. That academie board
is like the faculty of a school that determines the methed and
courge of study.

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. I recently had occasion to examine the
questions propounded some time ago to the boys who were
appointed, and it struck me that the questions were to a con-
siderable extent catch questions in order to keep boys from
passing, and that they thereby keep out many deserving young
men in the country who have a great ambition to enter either
the one or the other of those institutions. I thought perhaps
the matter might have been brought to the attention of the com-
mittee and that it might feel called upon to make some recom-
mendation with a view of modifying the method of examination
and the curriculum.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr, Chairman, I would say to the gentle-
man that the committee has discussed the matter. It would
be a matter very difficult to deal with in legislation. I have
never been impressed with the idea that they were catch ques-
tions, but I had been impressed with the idea that it was a
very rigid and severe examination for the reason that the
standard at the school is very high, and it may be that the board
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will take cognizance of the discusslons here and may con-
sider it.

Mr, LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, does
not the chairman, as well as the committee, feel that the exam-
inations as reported from time to time are entirely too rigid
with reference to the opportunities of the young men of the
country, and especially the poor young men of the countiry, to
pass them and enter these institutions?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know that I can say that. I can
only say that in my experience the poorest young man whom I
ever appointed to one of the institutions made the highest grade
in his examinations and in his graduation, while some of the
richer ones that I appointed did not make better grades.

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from West
Virginia will permit, I think I can shed a little light on this
proposition. A young man who failed in his examination in his
first year came to my office a few days ago trying to secure a
reappointment. I had brought to my attention the question of
the character of these entrance examination papers, and I
asked him what he thought about them—if he thought they
were too severe or filled with catch questions. He said no;
he did not. He thought the gquestions were calculated to bring
out the knowledge the young men might have of the matters at
igsue. y

Mr, LITTLEPAGE. The examinations are certainly so rigid
now that it is almost impossible, it seems to me, for boys to
pass them.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. But they do get in, however.

Mr, LITTLEPAGE. And I did not know but that it would
be a good time and occasion to lef the Recorp show that at
least some Members of this body feel that in many cases the
boys are really being imposed upon. I do not say that with a
view of reflecting discredit upon any department of the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to say to the gentleman from West Virg 'ia that I reeall
a member of the Naval Affairs Committee some 10 years ago
complaining that the examinations for entrance were so rigid
that he could not get boys in his district to pass. So that it
would seem that this complaint is not of recent origin. A simi-
lar complaint, so far as I know, has been made ever since I
have been a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, some
12 years,

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, while we are discussing the
requirements for-admission and the regulations governing en-
trance to the Naval Academy at Annapolig, I feel I would
like to call the attention of the Comittee on Naval Affairs
to one feature of those regulations which to my mind demands
some attention.

As far as I am personally concerned, I have never had any
complaints that the examinations were too rigid. On the con-
trary, the applicants from my district have never had much
difficulty in passing the mental examinations; and, like the dis-
tinguished chairman of the committee, I, as doubtless many
other Members of the House have done, have tried to send to
Annapolis and to West Point young men who otherwise would
be prevented from securing an education—bright young fellows
whose parents are of limited means. I have been struck, how-
ever, by the fact that a considerable proportion of the young
men who have gone there have found it extremely difficult to
pay the sum of $280 in cash which is required to be paid by the
boy when he enters the academy.

I was formerly of the impression that the salaries paid to
the young men at the academy were sufficient to cover all ex-
penses, purchase of books, equipments, and so forth, and I was of
the impression that when this $280 deposit was paid by the boy
there was some way for him to secure it back; but I am advised
by the Bureau of Navigation and the Secretary of the Navy
that there is no way by which it can be returned. I have re-
cently appointed to the academy a young man to whom this
%280 is just as much as a million. He is of a family which
can not afford to pay that sum upon his entrance to the acad-
emy, and it puts him to the necessity of asking somebody to
give him this money or to trust him for several years until he
is able to pay it back. I offered to the Navy Department per-
sonally to guarantee this sum of $280. I was told that the guar-
anty was all right, but that it was against the rules and regu-
lations to take it.

Assuming that the necessary amount would be loaned to the
young man, I tried to arrange so it would be paid back to the
person who loaned the money out of the young man’s salary, but
I find that this plan is not possible with the $50 a month, or
whatever it is that a young man gets at Annapolis, as his salary
is entirely consumed in the necessary expenses during his resi-
dence at the academy.

I do not know whether this is the proper place to consider
it, but it does seem to me that as it is a comparatively small -
thing to the Government and a very large matter to these young
men, there ought to be some way by which we can free them
from the necessity of putting up that money when they enter
the academy. :

Mr. PADGETT. I will state to the gentleman that not long
since we raised the allowance of the young men at the academy
$100, so that they are now getting a little more than $700 a
year.

Mr. PALMER. When did that begin?

Mr. PADGETT. Two or three years ago.

Mr. PALMER. Well, I have been told within the last week
by the Navy Department that the allowance is not sufficient
for them to take out this $280 from the salary, and they told
me that is the only way for the young man to get into the
academy. This particular young man from my district has
passed a most creditable examination both physically and men-
tally, and the only way for him to get in is to go out and
solicit from his friends the loan of $280.

Mr. PADGETT. They do have to get their uniforms, and so
forth, at the beginning, but when they get their $600 during the
course of the year they could draw enough to repay theft out of
the money, and there are a number of young men, I have been
told when I have been down there, who come out of the academy
with a small surplus.

Mr. PALMER. I know the gentleman “rom Tennessee has
wide knowledge of the conditions in the Navy and doubfless
at the academy, but I put against his statement that the young
men can pay this $280 out of their salary the statement of the
Bureau of Navigation and of the Assistant Secretary of the
Navy, both of whom told me- within the last week that this
very thing can not be done with this pay; that they can not
arrange it with the small sum which they receive .of $50 a
month, as this is only sufficient to cover the necessary expenses
at the academy.

Mr. PADGETT. There is a certain amount de ucted every
month, which is to be used after graduation for the purpose
of their outfit. 3

Mr. PALMER. But the amount which is taken out every
month from the salary is all taken np with the graduation
outfit. At the commencement time, after the four years' crurse,
they are obliged to purchase a certain number of supplies. and
in order that the boys shall not expend all the money during
the four years they credit a special account with an amount of
money every month, and that takes up so much of the salary
of the boys that they ean not pay back this $280 which they
have to pay at the beginning.

Mr. PADGETT. I think the gentleman will find that a boy
observing reasonable economy may absorb and take this in
and cancel it during his term, because I have been told—
and I have been on the Board of Visitors several times and
inquired about it—there are boys to-day who upon graduation
have to their credit some money over and above even their
graduation ontfit.

Mr. PALMER. There doubtless are cases,

Mr. PADGETT. That shows that it can be done,

Mr. PALMER. But the trouble with that, if the gentleman
will permit, is that the Naval Academy will not permit the
withdrawal of a certain amount every month from the salary
of these young men in order to pay this $280 back. If the
boys could collect it out of their spending money in the course
of three or four years perbaps they might pay it all back, but
the Navy Department will not permit the withdrawal of the
funds to pay back to the person who loans the money to the boy.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired.

Mr. PADGETT. The committee will look into that matter.

Mr. PALMER. I ask for a couple minutes more, in order
that we mdy thrash out this matter a little,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there ob-
jection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. PALMER. I just want to ask the gentleman if it would
not be possible for the committee to suggest an additional al-
lowance to cover this original investment and put it on this
bill?

Mr. PADGETT. I do not think we could afford to undertake
to increase the allowance of 900 boys at the academy by $280
apiece for the year. That would be a considerable sum.

Mr. PALMER. It is not annual.

Mr, TALBOTT of Maryland. Where will you draw the line
between who you pay the $280 to?

Mr. PADGETT, e are allowing them now $701 a year, I
think it is,
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Mr. PALMER. It seems to me it would be possible for a fund
. to be put at the disposal of the Bureau of Navigation, for in-
stance, to take care of deserving cases.

Mr. PADGETT. That is a question of the regulations of the
Navy Department; it is not a law.

Mr. PALMER. That is what I am complaining about; I
ean not control them, but this House can control them.

The Navy Department is making a regulation which, in my
judgment, is unfair to these young men,

Mr. PADGETT. We will take the matter up, and we might
muke some suggestion-to the department to change the regula-
tion; but I do not think we ought to attempt to do so at this
time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

One swordmaster, $1,600: 1 assistant, $1.200; and 2 assistants, at
$1.000 cach; 2 instructors in physical training. at $1,500 each, and 1
assistant instruetor in physical training, at $1,000; and 1 instructor in
gymnastics. $1,200; 1 assistant librarian, £2,160; 1 cataloguer, §1,200;
and 2 shelf assistants, at $900 each; 1 secretary of the Naval Academy,

2.400: 2 clerks. $1,500 each; 4 clerks, at $1,200 each; 4 clerks, at
1.000 each; 4 clerks at $000 each: 2 clerks, at $540 each; 1 drafts-
man, $1,200: 1 surveyor, $1,200; 1 dentist, 52,520: services of organist
at chapel, $300; 1 captain of the watch, $924; 1 second captain of the
wateh, $828: 22 watchmen, at $732 each; 3 telephone switchhoard
operators, at $600 each. In all, pay of professors and others, Naval
Academy, $124,6706. -

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Trip-
pre] offers an amendment, shich the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Etrike out, on psge 48, in lines 22, 23, and 24, the words, * 1 second
captain of the wateh, ssks; 22 watchmen,” and insert “ 12 watchmen.”

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House,
I think if you will give a hearing to the words of the testi-
mony of the officials of the Academy, as it appears in this
book, you will join me in this little move of economy. I have
advocated economy in this bill in many particulars, but I have
rot stricken or advocated the striking from this bill one word
that will affect the efficiency of the Navy, and I think you will
find when this bill is finished that there has been anywhere
from $£3,000,000 to $4,000,000 stricken from it; and feeling as
I do that the efficiency of the Navy has not been affected, I
have no apologies to make for the attacks I have made on this
bill.

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are 24 watchmen down there to
guard the Naval Academy. In addition to that there are 2
captains of the watch to look after them. Somebody may say,
“You will need these watchmen because you have soldiers
there.” But these watchmen do not have a thing to do with
the soldiers. The soldiers have their own watchmen and their
own guarding of the gates.

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this House, Isay thereare
four gates down there and they have 24 men with which to guard
them. Now, if you will give 12 men, as I have provided in this
amendment, you can have a change every eight hours for each
day. And why in the name of reason do you want more than
the 12 watchmen at the expense of the Government down there
to guard a few buildings on the college campus?

Now, here is the testimony :

Mr. TriBprLE. What Is the reason one watchman could not properly

perform that duty?
Commander CoLe. When he was at one gate unauthorized persons

might go out the other gate.

Now, listen, please. I want you to listen to this testimony :

Mr. TrisBLE. Who?

Commander CoLg. People who may want to acquire property
iz not their own. *

Mr. Chairman, who wants anything or who would steal any-
thing from the Naval Academy? Now, I took him up ou that
proposition:

Mr. TrrssLE. The visitors would not trouble anything.

Commander CorLE, We can not tell.

And then another officer there, who was in the room, saw
{bat I had driven Commander Cole into a hole, and he said:

fhere are a number of colored people who come in and go out; there
is a large class of undesirable people who come in there, I am sorry
to say.

And then I said to him:

I would like to have you enumerate some pleces of property that could
be carried away from there that there is danger of belng stolen, so as
to show the necessity of these watchmen. .

What is his answer? e says:

A lot of people go there to %vet relics. They will break off a piece of
stona or bricks that is a relic in the academy as a souvenir.

Who ever heard of such an excuse for 26 men to guard relies
and pieces of stone? The Government had better build a new
stone building down there occasionally than to keep 26 men there
on pay of the Government to guard four gates. Changing every

which

eight hours there would be two for each. gate, one fellow to
wateh the other to see that he does not leave.

l\‘ml\;, gentlemen, I ask that you vote for my amendment and
pass it.

Mr. PADGETT. There are about 150 acres of ground em-
braced in the reservation. There are a number of buildings.
The outlay that Congress has made there is something over
$10,000,000. There are about 900 students, and there axe
multitudes of visitors going in and out, both foreign and
from the city, of different grades and classes, and there is much
valuable property there about the dormitories and the buildings,
in the way of books, valuable relies on exhibition in the way of
flags and other things. ;

Mr. TRIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Have you not-got the same law down there
in that State as anywhere else? If anything is stolen, can not
you prosecute the thief in court?

Mr. PADGETT. If you catch him. But it is a very poor
solution to have a relie stolen that perhaps could not be re-
placed at any price if it were destroyed. We remember that
only a few weeks ago, right here in this building, with all the
guards around here, one of the most valuable paintings was
mutilated and very badly injured—right out there in the hall.
I do not think there would be any economy in striking out
these watchmen there with the great value we have there and
the great number of interests to be watched and to be safe-
glmrded. and therefore I hope the amendment will be voted
oWn.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia
TRinpLE].

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Expenses of Lhe Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy, bein
mileage and $5 per diem for each member for expenses during actua
attendance at the academy, and for clerk hire, carriages, and other
ineidental and necessary expenses of the board, $3,000.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow-
ing amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, ByYrns].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by striking out all after the word * Academy,” in line 18,
down to and including the word * thousand,” in line 19, and substitut-
ing therefor the following: * six hundred,” and add after the word
“dollars " the following:

“ provided, That so much of the act upPrm‘ed February 14, 1879, as
relates to the comstituticn of the Board of Visltors to the Naval Acad-
emy be amended and reenacted as follows: ‘That hereafter the Board
of Visitors to the Naval Academy shall consist of five members of the
Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate and seven members of the
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, to be
a,];pointed by the respective chairmen thereof; the members so appointed
shall visit the Naval Academy annually at such time or times as the
chairmen of said committees shall appoint, and the members from cach
of said committees may visit sald academy together or separately, as
the said committees may elect, durini the session of Congress; and the
superintendent of the academy and the members of the Board of Visi-
tors shall be notified of such date by the chairmen of the said com-
mittees, The expenses of the Board of Visitors shall be their actual
expenses while attuallf engaged upon their duties as members of said
board and their actual expenses of travel by the shortest mail routes:
Provided further, That so much of the act approved February 14, 1870,
makinfé appropriations for the naval service for the year ending Juna
30, 1880, and for other pur]poses,. as is inconsistent with the provisions
of this act is hereby repealed.””

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
amendment.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the
amendment is not subject to a point of order. It comes clearly
under the provisions of the Holman rule and reduces expendi-
tures.

Mr. GOOD. Then I will make the point of order, because it
is not evident on the face of the amendment that it will reduce
expenditures. I understand that the previous rulings of the
Chair have been that it must be evident on the face of the
amendment and the provision it seeks to amend that it reduces
expenditures.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the amendment on
its face undertakes to reduce the appropriation from $3,000 to
$600. Therefore it is clearly within the provisions of the Hol-
man rule.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order.

Mr. PADGETT. I want fo call the attention of the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. Byrxs], before he begins, to the
language of his amendment. That, in my opinion, leaves a very
wide-open door in the bill. It provides that the actual expenses
shall be paid. I know that down at the academy the hotel rates
run from $3.50 a day to large amounts a day for rooms during
the June week at the academy, and it seems to me that it would

of the
[Mr.
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be beiter for the gentleman to state in his amendment that
there shall be a _per diem allowance, as there is now under ex-
isting law, of £5 per day to pay his expenses, instead of just
saying that the actual expenses shall be paid, and let him go
down there and engage a room at a large cost a day while he is
attending the commencement.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I would be very glad, Mr. Chair-
man, to accept an amendment providing that “the expenses of
the members of the board shall be their actual expenses while
engaged in their duties as members of said board provided the
same shall not exceed the sum of $5 per day.”

Mr. PADGETT. I think it would be better to provide a
certain mileage., I believe they are allowed now not exceeding
8 cents a mile and $5 per diem for expenses. My experience
down there has been that the hotel charges the per diem that
you get for a room, about the cheapest you can get. About $4.50
or § is about the cheapest you can get, and from that up.
Then, if you start out with actual traveling expenses, there is a
question of what may be the actual traveling expenses.

Mr. SLAYDEN. The actual traveling expenses from Wash-
ington to Annapolis?

Mr. PADGETT. Every other year Congress will not be in
session, because in the odd years Congress adjourns on the 4th
of March, and the members will go from their home cities.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, This provides for the actual tray-
eling expenses.

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman did not catch the actual read-
ing of the amendment. As it was shown to me it provides that
they shall go during the sessions of Congress and investigate it
just as they would have a hearing in the city of Washington.
Their expenses in going from here to Annapolis and back will
certainly be very little.

Mr. PADGETT. You do not intend that they shall neces-
sarily go during the commencement week?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The amendment expressly pro-
vides that they shall go during the sessions of Congress, at such
times as the committees may determine.

AMr. PADGETT. I overlooked that limitation on the time.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. If this amendment is adopted, it
will provide that only members of the Senate and House Com-
mittees on Naval Affairs shall be members of the Board of Vis-
itors. I hardly think it probable that any Member of the Sen-
ate or House would abuse the privilege of going to Annapolis
and paying any exorbitant sum for hotel accommodations.

Mr. PADGETT. I think it is better to place a per diem
limitation, if for no other reason, so that the hotel men can not
say, “It is an unlimited amount, with the Treasury behind
you,” and charge an exorbitant figure.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I should like five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Byrys] asks unanimous consent for five minutes more. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. At the outset I want to say that T
am perfectly willing to accept an amendment, and will be glad to
do so, which will provide that the hotel expenses shall not ex-
ceed the sum of $5 per day. This amendinent is in the interest of
economy, and also, in my judgment, in the interest of good legis-
lation. I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will agree
that it may be adopted. Under the present law the President
appoints seven members of the Board of Visitors. In addition
two members of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate
and three members of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the
House are appointed, making a board of twelve who visit the
academy during the commencement exercises, as I understand.
If this amendment is adopted, it will not reduce the number
on the board, for it provides that the board shall consist of five
Members of the Senate, to be chosen from the Senate Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs, and seven Members of the House, who
ghall be chosen from the House Committee on Naval Affairs.
It does not reduce the number of the board, but it certainly
reduces the expenses to a very great extent.

In addition to that, it is practical in its operation, because if
it is adopted then the members of the two great Naval Com-
mittees of the House and Senate will have the opportunity to
go to the academy and to examine and investigate the condi-
tions of the Naval Academy while it is actively in operation.
They are the men who shape the legislation, the men who pre-
pare the bills and introduce them, and advise Congress as to
what ought to be done with reference to the Naval Academy.
As it is'now, the President appoints seven men. I am not eriti-
cizing his selection. I do not know who has been appointed in
the past. I am sure he has appointed good men and representa-
tive citizens of the country, but they are not charged with the

responsibility of legislation. They are not charged with any re-
sponsibility with reference to the Naval Academy. They go
there during the commencement exercises, when the students
and everybody are on dress parade. They are no doubt dined
by the officers, and it is very proper that they should be. They
get their idens as to what the Naval Academy is from what
they see there during commencement week ; but this amendment,
if adopted, will provide that members of the House and Senate
Naval Affairs Committees shall visit the academy not on the day
of commencement but during the sessions of Congress, at very
little expense, I submit, because we know it is only 40 or 50
miles from here,

As an instance of the economy which will result, I call your
attention to the fact that four or five years ago this Congress
passed a law providing that the Board of Visitors to West
Point Military Aecademy should consist of members of the
Military Affairs Committees of the respective Houses. In other
words, they cut off the right of the President to make appoint-
ments. As a result they have reduced the appropriation for
the Board of Visitors to West Point Academy from $3,000
to $1,000, and I am informed that it only costs about $700 or
$800 every year, whereas this bill undertakes to carry $3,000
for the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy. Now, if this
amendment is adopted the appropriation will be ecut down tfo
$600. I submit that this board of 12 going from Washington
to Annnapolis, a distance of 40 or 50 miles, can go for a much
less sum.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr., Chairman, I have long
been in favor of a similar proposition to that now offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee, and if my memory serves me
the plan has been recommended several times in the past by
the Board of Visitors at Annapolis. The only ecriticism of the
gentleman's amendment that I would make is that the amount
of money he makes available, $600, is too small. He provides
for 12 members of that board, and as I understand, there is to
be a limitation of $5 per diem for hotel expenses. That would
make $60 per day for 12, and if they remained a week that
would be $360 out of the $600, for rooms, meals, and living—too
small an amount, in my judgment, for transportation back and
forth and for incidental expenses of the board while there.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I submit to the gentleman that
Congress only appropriates $1,000 for the Board of Visitors to
West I’oint, which, as the gentleman knows, is much farther
distant; and, it seems to me, taking the distance into consid-
eration, this is much more liberal than the appropriation Con-
gress has been in the habit of making for the visitors to West
Point.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I have never been on the
Board of Visitors to West Point, and do not know how much
territory there is to be covered by that board of inspection, I
have been at Annapolis, and I know the grounds are extensive:
and I know it is unreasonable to expect a Board of «Visitors to
walk all over those grounds, and it is necessary, as an incident
to the visit of any board, that there be carriages provided to
carry them over the reservation. That is another reason why
I think the gentleman’s amount is too small. It should be at
least $750, in order that the members of this board would be
enabled to make the proper visit and inspection of the academy.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the genileman from Ten-
nessee has expired.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, it will not take $600 to
make the inspection. Four days is all we have ever consumed
heretofore at any time, even during graduation week, with the
entertainment and various things of that kind. So that three
or four days would give ample time. You can get a round-trip
ticket from here for $1.25, so that I think $600 is ample. The
only question is as to the limitation upon the per diem, if it
is not deemed necessary to limit that, so that one man would
not engage a room at $20 and another at $3.50.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman if
it will be acceptable if the amendment is modified so as to read,
* the expenses of the members of the board shall be the actual
expenses while engaged in their duties as members of said
board, not exceeding $5 a day, and actual expenses of travel
by the shortest mail route.”

Mr. PADGETT. That is all right.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. As I understand, this amend-
ment excludes any but Senators and Representatives from the
Board of Visitors?

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I do not think
that is exactly the right thing to do. I think an institution like
the Naval Academy should have on the visiting board at
least three persons mot connected with Congress or legisla-
Now, as to the compensation

tion affecting the institution.
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of the Senators and Representatives, I do not see any necessity
for allowing them a per diem. They are receiving a per diem
now. All they ought to ask for is their actual expenses, I
really believe that, for the good of the Navy, there ought to be
some one else on the board besides Members of the House and
Senate. We have all the rights now that this will give us. We
could go down and inspect the Naval Aecademy, and the Naval
Committee of the House or of the Senate can go there and in-
spect the academy. They can send for the officials, they can
gend for the commandant and any other officials and bring
them here and examine them. I believe, for the good of the
gervice and for the better satisfaction of the people, it would
be wiser to have two or three civilians on the board. If you
do, they ought to have a per diem and ought to have mileage.

Mr. PADGETT. Members of Congress get a per diem now
and mileage.

Mr., BYRNS of Tennessee. This does not provide for a per
diem, but for the actual expenses.

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Nobody objects to that, but, as
I said, there ought to be some one on the board besides Mem-
bers of the Senate and the House, and if you have outside peo-
ple they are entitled to some compensation, because they receive
nothing from the Government, and they would besentitled to a
per diem and traveling expenses.

The CHATRMAN. The genfleman asks unanimous consent
that the amendment be modified as suggested by the gentleman
from Tennessee. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I rose to advocate the amend-
ment, but since the gentleman from Tennessee accepted it, I
shall not take the time of the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr,
Byens].

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed fo.

The Clerk read as follows:

For contingencies for the superintendent of the academy, to be ex-
pended in his discretion, $2,000.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pa i 21, inso ord * academy,” ollo =

“Aﬁ?i 5{10 gf:fvme for :t'quinzt:ggn?aorw needy appllngntstﬁ rtlm w&;i of
admission to the academy,” and strike out the word * two ™ and insert
the wﬂm - m‘!l

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I called
the attention of the committee to the fact that young men at
the academy are required under the naval regulations to make
a deposit of $280 and some cents upon their entering the
academy to cover initial equipment of elothing and necessary
household goods with which they supply their rooms in the
barracks, ‘The Navy Department insists that this sum of $280
can not be deducted from the salary received by the young
men while they are in the academy. The purpose of this
amendment is to put in the hands of the superintendent of the
acndemy the sum of $4,000 with which he may at his dis-
cretion give aid to such persons upon their entering the acad-
emy as absolutely need it.

Mr, PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman m&an
that this is to be an increase—a bonus—to them, or is it to be
deducted out of the $700 they receive?

Mr. PALMER. My idea of it would be that this sum of
€4,000 be put in the hands of the superintendent to be used
at his discretion. When a young man passes a creditable ex-
amination for admission to the academy, and shows that he
is absolutely without funds—that he can not enter the acad-
emy unless he receives some help to make this deposit—then
let the superintendent of the academy give him such help; and
this sum of $4,000 would provide the entire deposit for 15 or
16 boys, and would provide half the deposit for 30 boys, which
unquestionably would be all in any given year which would
actually need this amount of money.

Mr, PADGETT. Then the gentleman is making a dispropor-
tion between the boys and a discrimination which will result in
confusion and dissatisfaction. If it is to be used as a fund to
advance the boy and to be later deducted from the pay of the
boys throughout their course, it might be all right, but if if is
to be given in addition, it will be a disturbing factor; an ele-
ment for disquiet.

Mr. PALMER. Mr, Chairman, I am perfectly willing that it
should be deducted, but in leaving the matter to the discretion of
the superintendent I have no doubt that is the way that he would
work it out. There is nothing in the objection which the gen-
tleman from Tennessee urges—that this would mean discrimina-

tion in favor of one student as against another. Every college’
in the country has endowment funds from which needy students
are given assistance, and nobody in the academy will ever ex-
press any criticism because some other person in the academy
needs it and has been assisted by the Government in order to
get into the academy. I say that it is far worse that these
young men should be compelled to resort to private charity or
the assistance of friends at home and get money in that way to
go into the academy of the United States than if i8 to have
thexil il*::.nt:n'»v that Uncle Sam is going to help them when they
nee

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I may say to the gentleman
that the amendment is subject to a point of order, and I pur-
posely did not make it, because I wanted it to be considered
upon its merits,

Mr. PALMER. I do not think that it is subject to a point
of order.

Mr. PADGETT. It certainly is subject to a point of order.
tThere is no law authorizing it, and it does not reduce expendi-
ures.

Mr. PALMER. That is true, but you are making an appro-
priation here to the superintendent of the academy for con-
tingencies, and all that I am doing is to define those contin-
gencies and increase the amount.

Mr. PADGETT. But the gentleman is not putting it as a
contingency. He is naming a specific purpose. I did not raise
any point of order because I thought it could be considered
upon its merits, but I do think that the gentleman ought to
amend it so as to provide that this amount shall be refunded
from time to time out of the pay of the young men either before
or after graduation. For this reason——

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I take five minutes in my
own right, and will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania.
I just want to suggest that at the academy they have very rigid
rules in regard to equality. The richest young man who goes
there is not allowed any more money allowance than the poorest.
His people are not allowed fo send him anything. He is allowed
to expend no more than the others; everything is held upon an
absolute equality with reference to money and to finances, so
that to incorporate this amendment, fo give to one more than
another, under the traditions and customs that prevail there,
would not be beneficial, and I think in view of that, while I am
willing that this contingent fund should be placed there for
use as intended, I think it ought to be turned back to the
Treasury in order to preserve an absolute equality among the
young men.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield
there for a moment? Did I understand the gentleman’s motion
increased the contingent fund to $6,000, to increase the super-
intendent’s contingent fund from $2,000 to $6,0007

Mr. PALMER. Yes; to be used for the purpose I mentioned.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman's mo-
tion (zieﬁne the purposes for which the additional $4,000 is to be

Mr. PALMER. I have increased the contingent fund of the
superintendent to $6,000 and defined the uses to which the
entire contingent fund may be put. It would not mean, I sup-
pose, that all of the $4,000 should be used for that purpose.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. The gentleman realizes
that the present contingent fund of $2,000 is practically a fund
placed at the disposal of the superintendent of the academy
for the purpose of enfertainment.

Mr. PALMER. 8o I understand.

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. And unless there was a
very careful distinetion made by the motion of the gentleman
it might be possible in any given year that the superintendent
would have $6,000 with which he could entertain. If he had no
application for this deposit to be taken out, he might possibly
have the whole $6,000, and I suggest to the gentleman the
better way to get at it would be to make a separate provision,
a separate contingent fund for that purpose, and not interfere
with the present contingent fund.

Mr. PALMER. I will say to the gentleman the reason I
offered the amendment in this way was in order to escape the
point of order, which, I think, can not lie against the amend-
ment as it is now written, because, after all, it simply defines
the contingencies for which this money can be expended: but
the idea of the gentleman from Massachusetts is perfectly
proper, and if there be no point of order raised against it I will
be willing to make that separate amendment and offer it sepa-
rately instead of an amendment at this point. :

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I think, Mr. Chairman,
the members of the committee are in full sympathy with the
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purposes indicated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and I
doubt very much if any peint of order would be raised against
such a worthy amendment as that.

Mr. PALMER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to modify the amendment——

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the
point of order; I do not say I will make it.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to modify his amendment——

Mr. PALMER. So it may appear, after line 21, page 51, as
follows:

For contingencies for the superintendent of the academy : To provide

for equipment of needy applicants at the time of admission to the acad-
emy, to be refunded out of salary before or after graduation.

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is sufficiently definite to be regu-
lated by the department.

Mr. GOOD. Mg Chairman, I reserve a point of order. [Cries
of “Too late!”]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that his amendment may be modified as
stated by him. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe the House ought
to agree to this amendment. A few moments ago the gentleman
from West Virginia [Mr. Litrrerace] complained because cer-
tain applicants to West Point and Annapolis were not able to
pass the examinations, and if any inference is to be drawn from
his remarks it must be we are to reduce the standard so that
applicants to these institutions can obtain entrance more easily.
Now for the first time it has been intimated that eertain worthy
young men, or rather a young man in the district of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania was not able fo pay the expenses
incident to his entrance. I think it is apparent to everybody
that Members of this House have fivefold more applications
than they can grant in the way of recommending ambitious
young men as cadets to these institutions. This is the first time
I have ever heard the point raised that a young man counld not
enter the Academy at West Point or Annapolis because he could
not raise the necessary incidental expenses. I do not believe
there is a young man anywhere who desires to go through West
Point or Annapolis who can not live on the $700 a year that is
allowed him and pay all incidental expenses out of this Govern-
ment allowance.

This amendment is placing a premium upon the applications
of those who will in the future be applicants for enirance to
these institutions, and I think we are writing into the statutes
to-day something that we will regret if we adopt amendments
like this. It will be but the beginning of a reform that will in
the end let down the standard of enftrance to these institutions
and will place a premium upon the applications for entrance
to these institutions. And I oppose the amendment.

Mr. TRIBBLIZ. Mr. Chairman, the very purpose of the gen-
tleman's amendment is to take off any premium, so that poor
boys ean get in as well as the rich. *Now, I think we all agree
that, if possible, we ought to select the boys who are not able
to educate themselves. I represent a rural district. We have a
few city schools in the district, and there are but a few of those
schools prepared to advance a boy high enough to assure his
entrance at Annapolis. In this statement I do not include the
universities, but I ean safely say the common schools do not
prepare them sufficiently for enfrance at Annapolis. If he is a
poor boy and not able to attend the universities, in order to
enter he must go to a special school. If his father is a poor
man, the father must put up the money to send him to a special
school in ovder that he may go to Annapolis. He exhausts all
the funds he can get before the boy is ready to enter. This
amendment provides that nothing shall be taken out of the
Treasury of the United States that is not now taken out of
the Treasury. It simply provides that the poor boy may enter
the academy and be reiieved of paying the sum now required.
The entrance fee of $250 now required is considered a loan by
this amendment, and he is required fo reimburse the Govern-
ment out of the funds now provided for the monthly pay of the
cadet after his entrance.

I approve this amendment, and say, further, I shall keep
up the fight to lower the examination for entrance at the Naval
Academy and give the poor boys, whose opportunities have been
limited, an opportunity to enter the Government school.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I am going to give this amend-
ment my earnest support. [Applause.] And the very reason
enunciated here in oppesition to it is a controlling reason that
appeals to my sense of justice in giving it my approval. :

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Trieere] well said that
the average boy, in order to obtain admission to either the Mili-
tary Academy or Naval Academy, must go to a special prepara-
tory school and fit himself to pass the rigid examination of ad-
mission. These preparatory schools are expensive to a poor
boy. If you do not send your boy or applicant to one of them,
the chances are he is going to fail on his examination. I be-
lieve the percentage of failures of those who fail fo take ad-
vantage of a special preparatory school is about 50 per cent
and of those who enter such schools, where there is a special
course and trained and experienced instruectors, 95 per cent suc-
ceed in passing the examination. The two best institutions, I
believe, in the world are located at West Point and Annapolis,
The rich man can send his son to Harvard, Princeton, or Yale,
or any of the other leading institutions of this land, but many
of the ambitious sons of poor men are prohibited from enter-
ing either one of these Government academies for the reason
stated by the author of this amendment [Mr. Parymer] and the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TrRIBELE].

One of the brightest stars in the American Navy was Com-
modore Farragut. Had this requirement, the payment of this
money, $280, been exacted in his day he never would have en-
tered the Naval Academy. His father was a very poor man and
lived in my town, Knoxville, Tenn. There is a marker upon a
farm near that city showing it was the birthplace of Commo-
dore Farragut. The senior Farragut made his living in the city
of Knoxville by peddling water from the near-by springs, for, in
the early days of that city, they were without modern water-
works. Old man Farragut drove his eart with a barrel of
water upon it, drawn by a single horse, through the streets of
that city. And accompanying him on those daily trips in the
delivery of this water was his son, who afterwards entered the
Naval Academy—Commodore Farragut. [Applause.] This bare-
footed boy delivered the water from the cart to the citizens.

This amendment should appeal to every man who feels for
and sympathizes with the deserving and ambitious poor boys
in the land who desire to enter the Military or Naval Academy.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question?

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. I care nothing about the amount involved,
so far as the expense is concerned, but has the gentleman con-
sidered the question as to whether the water cart and the de-
velopment of good manhoed In the boy were not more respon-
sible for his success than the training in the Naval Academy?

Mr. AUSTIN. His school of adversity and early hardships
were of great value, but he needed the training in the Naval
Academy to make him the great naval hero of Mobile Bay and
of the Civil War, Mr. Chairman, and that is what we must
do for every boy in this land who has a chance or opportunity
to secure one of these appointments, either to the Military
Academy at West Point or the Naval Academy at Annapolis,
and let him make something of himself—give him a chance.

Mr., KOPP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr., AUSTIN. Yes.

Mr. EOPP. TIs the gentleman in favor of increasing the ap-
propriation of each boy to that extent?

Mr. AUSTIN. For every boy who is unable to raise this
amount, $280, and needs the aid or the credit of this Govern-
ment advanced to him, and under the provisions of this amend-
ment to repay it out of his salary, either as a student or a
commissioned officer in the Navy.

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimons consent that
the gentleman be allowed to continue two minutes more. I
wish to ask him a question.

Mr. PADGETT. I shall have to object, Mr. Chairman, and
call for a vote. This discussion is not essential.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLI. Mr. Chairman, I would like
to say a word just here, before a vote is had.

Mr. PADGETT. Well, go ahead.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, since T have
been in Congress I have in every instance made re;ommenda-
tions to the Naval Academy and to the Military Academy in
pursuance of competitive examinations. I have always thrown
those examinations open to every boy in the district within the
required age, and I have gone before those classes before they
took the examination and said, *“It will cost this Government
$20,000 or $30,000 to educate the boy who wins cut here and is
admitted to the academy. I do not want any one of you to take
the examination unless you pledge me here that if you get in
and complete your course you will stay in the service of the
United States during the balance of your life. I do not propose
to recommend any boy to either of these academies to get an
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education at the expense of the Government and after a few
years have him get out and go into private service and make
more money or do something more pleasing to him.” I have
held that promise open, so that the boys think it is the Iaw and
not discretion on my part. The best boy in the examination
wins if he passes the physical examination. I have not known
an instance where any of these boys who got in did not raise
the money to pay for his uniform.

I sometimes think that learning is made too easy these days.
I sometimes think that a little trial, a little adversity, a little
uphill work, will do for a boy quite as much good as the mathe-
maties and Latin and Greek that he will get in college. [Ap-
plause.] We are doing much, it seems to me, to smooth the
path for the young men and young women. While we are giv-
ing them Iuxurious rooms and accommodations, we propose also
to pepsinize and pulverize and pump the intellectual pabulum
into them without requiring them to do anything for them-
selves. I believe in their doing something for themselves. I do
not believe in the Government doing everything for them. I
do not think there is any boy in the country who ean not get,
by borrowing or otherwise, enongh money to buy a uniform until
he can pay it back out of the $700 a year that he gets from the
Government. The Government is doing enough for him. ILet
him do a little for himself. {[Applause.]

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I suspect that sufficient has
been said with reference to this amendment, yet I can not
allow the debate to be closed without making some reference
to the statement of the gentleman from Towa [Mr. Goopl, who
said that he had never, in his experience, heard of any boy who
was prevented from entering the academy by reason of this
charge of $230, and that nobody had ever mentioned any case,
except that new it is bronght forward, because a young man in
my distriet was unable to pay the money. '

Of course, Mr. Chairman, my attention was called to this
matter by the fact that a young man in my district was affected
by it. But he will not be affected by this amendment if it
becomes a law; and it is not to assist anybody in my district,
either the young man or anybody else, that the amendment is
proposed. It would not go into operation until after it would
be beneficial to this young man, for he will have entered before
the appropriation wounld be available.

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALMER. Yes.

Mr. GOOD. There was nothing personal in my statement. I
only intended to convey the information that this was the first
time I had ever heard the matter urged at all

Mr, KOPP. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman think the
Government ought to donate this money or any part of it to a
certain class of boys and not to the others?

Mr. PALMER. No; I am not asking the Government to
do it.

Mr. KOPP. Has the gentleman thought of this eontingency:
Suppose the boy receives the §280, and then he meets the fate
that so many boys meet and is dropped at the end of the first
year; what are you going to do in that case?

Mr. PALMER. I think in that case the Government could
afford to lose the small sum. [Applaunse.]

AMr. KOPP. The gentleman is willing to donate part of it
if it is necessary?

Mr. PALMER. If that happens.

Mr, KOPP. That is the reason I asked the gentleman the
question, to find out his position.

Mr. PALMER. There is no doubt—all of us know it perfectly
well from our experience—that a certain proportion of the
young men who enter the academy find this $280 an insuperable
obstacle as far as their own resources are concerned. They
must do one of two things: They must either go out fo an indi-
vidual and beg the money as a gift, which I submit is not a
good thing in building the character of the boy, or they must
borrow the money from somebody.

If they borrow it from an individual, he treats it as a gift,
because he knows he ean get no security for it. The Govern-
ment will not permit the young man to pay it out of his salary
month by month; and my proposition simply is that the young
man in that event should be permitted to borrow this money
from his Government, offering to the Government the security
which the Government knows is safe—his salary as an officer
of that Government. My entire idea in the thing is to make the
young man free and independent. These hoys who go into
places of this kind as objects of charity, through assistance by
individuals, will not get out of the life and experience at the
academy all that they are entitled to; but if they are needy
and the Government is lending them the money to go through,
they will not suffer from the influence which is bound to follow
upon making them in a sense objects of charity,

Mr. MICHAEL BE. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield for
a (uestion?

Mr. PALMER. Yes.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Is a young man who is old
enough to enter the Naval Academy, or the Military Academy,
or any other college, who borrows money and gives his note or
his word, and treats that as a solemn and binding obligation
that he will pay it back with interest, an object of charity?
And if he pays it back, does not that tend to develop character
and independence? If a boy who does that is an object of
charity, then I was an object of charity, because I worked my
way through college, and I borrowed the money and paid it
back with interest.

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman knows what the difficulties
would be in the way of a young boy securing money in that way
and how easy it is for kind friends to get together, and instead
of one man loaning the $280, to pass the hat and make a present
to the boy of this amount, which he has got to have to enter the
academy.

It happens in four cases out of five that instead of some per-
son loaning it to the boy, somebody gives it to him, and then the
young man is impressed with just the idea that the gentleman
from New York wants him to escape—that his education is com-
ing to him too easily, and he will be harmed more by that gift
of money for his original equipment than he would by a loan,
and much more than he would by the advancement of it by his
Government.

Mr. MICHAEIL E. DRISCOLL. This is the first time it has
ever been brought before the House since I have been here, that
it is necessary to borrow this money in this way. It seems to
me a law should not be passed here on account of this particular
case in Pennsylvania which the gentleman has in mind.

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman must know that the cases are
very common all over the country.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I never heard of one before,

Mr. PALMER. I am not responsible for the gentleman’s Jack
of knowledge. :

Mr. BOWMAN. Does not the gentleman know that some
small colleges have a fund that they loan to students under
gimilar circnmstances? I know of a number of young men who
never would have been able to go through college if it had not
been for the amount of money advanced to them out of these
funds.

Mr. PATMER. That is a common practice in every college
in the land. There is an endowment fund for the very purpose
of allowing the heads of the institution to exercise discretion
in helping poor students.

Mr, MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. They do not advance money
to get them in, but they pay their expenses after they are in,
whereas the Government pays $20,000 or $30,000 each year to
these students.

Mr. PALMER. That is a distinction without a difference.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon
the pending amendment and all amendments to this paragraph
be now closed. We are expending more value in time to debate
it than it would fake to pay it.
©  The CHATRMAN. The-question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee that all debate upon this paragraph and
amendments thereto be now closed.

The motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. AUSTIN. My, Chairman, I ask that the amendment be
again reported.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amendment will be
reported again.

There was no objection, and the Clerk again read the amend-
ment.

Mr. LITTLEPAGH. Mr. Chairman, unless the motion of the
gentleman from Tennessee prevailed, I move to strike out the
last word.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been closed
by vote of the committee.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
Papcerr) there were—ayes 26, noes 32.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania de-
mands tellers. All those in favor of taking a vote by tellers will
rise. [After counting.] Thirteen Members have arisen, not a
sufficient number, and tellers are refused.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pay, Marine Corps: For pay and allowances prescribed by law of

officers on the active list, including clerks for assistant paymasters, five
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in all, and for the following additional officers hereby authorized: One
m ol.'éfia’gour captains, four first lieutenants, and four second lieutenants,

Mr. GOOD. Mr., Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
following language:

And for the following additional officers hereby authorized: One
major, four eaptalns, four first lientenants, and four second lientenants.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, it does not occur to me that
the point of order is well taken, for the reason that, under the
law, the guestion of the number of the enlisted force of the
Marine Corps is not a fixed number, but the law expressly
provides that it shall be such as Congress from time fo time
shall establish. It was left in that form for the purpese of
Congress legislating as it might see fit en the appropriation
bills each year.

Now, with reference to the active list of the Navy, the com-
missioned officers, it is different. The personnel bill of 1899
fixed a certain number of admirals, a certain number of cap-
tains, a certain number of commanders, lientenants, and so
forth, and a point of order would lie against that, because that
is fixed and prescribed by law. In reference to the enlisted men,
it provides that the enlisted force shall be such as Congress
shall from time to time establish, and hence it is in order to re-
port it upen the bill each year. ’

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Certainly.

Mr. GOOD. De I understand the gentleman to say that the
law does not prescribe the number of officers in the Marine
Corps?

ﬁr. PADGETT. It does not in the .Marine Corps; it pro-
vides that the Marine Corps shall be one-fifth, or 20 per cent,
of the enlisted force of the Army, and the number of officers
is proportioned to the enlisted men, so as to have a proper
military organization.

Mr. GOOD. The language here is “for the following addi-
tional officers,” implying that the law does fix a certain number
of officers.

Mr. PADGETT. It provides for such number as Congress
from time to time shall authorize, and in the former bill we
authorized certain ones, and that leaves it so that at each
time when we make an increase we necessarily say * addi-
tional,” because, as Congress legislates from year fo year, it is
fixed for the time being.

AMr. GOOD. While the gentleman is on his feet, let me ask
him this question. At the bottom of the page there is a provi-
gion for four sergeants; does the same rule apply?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; and as to the 400 men anthorized.
Those are.noncommissioned officers, and make part of the 400
marines. Really, under the law we could have reported for 800
and doubled the number of enlisted men. The law says that
the Marine Corps may be one-fifth of the enlisted force, and
we have made it only one-tenth.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:
hall'::nfli ﬁwr‘ec;rigg ‘thi”ia.ﬁ‘éngi?aﬁ‘?ar e antitied ttl.loe n';‘i‘i’:?gwﬁﬁ’c’&i :&1512
continuous-service pay, and retired pay of a first sergeant in said corps.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order to page
54, lines 16 to 19, including the words “in all.”

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will state that if the gentle-
man insists on it, this is subject to a point of order, but I think
he would perhaps not make it when advised of the conditions.
Under the previous legislation the pay of the first sergeant was
fixed by law, and the gunnery sergeant does now, under. the
regulitions, the same duty, and the department thinks he should
receive the same pay for like services that is fixed for the
other.

It is a,small item, but it is subject to a point of order if
the gentleman sees fit to insist upon it. It was overlooked in
the former rebrganization, and this is simply to equalize them
with the others who receive the pay. They perform the same
service, ;

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, what is the difference in the pay?

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will read from the hedr-
ings, at page 514

Col. RicHARDS. Gunnery sergeants are now and have been since the
establishment of the Marine Corps regularly detailed to duty as first
sergeants, both on shore and on vessels of the Navy. The act of May
11, 1008, increased the Rny of first sergeants of the Army from $235 to
£45, and the pay of all other moncommissioned officers was also in-
creased in the same act. This grade of gunnery sergeant was the only
one where the pay was not increased by legislation. The purpose of
this language is to so provide that gunnery sergeants will have the pay
which corresponds to thelr rank and duty of first sergeant. Orlglnally
their pay was $35. The pay of a first sergeant is now 245, and the

intent Is to establish thelr pay exactly upon the same footing as that of
first scrgeants. The letter of July 27, 1011, is filed herewith.

Mr, GOOD. Mr. Chairman, T withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Fuel, Marine Corps: For heat and light for the authorized allowance
of quarters for o£m and enlisted men, and other buildings and
grounds pertaining to the Marine Corps; fuel, electricity, and oil for
cooking, power, and other purposes; and sales to officers, $164,000.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the
toll;wdng amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have
rea

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 58, line 4, after the word “ dollars,” insert:

“Provided, That mo part of this appropriation shall be expended for
foreign coal."

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order
against the amendment.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington, Mr. Chairman, I do not
think that the peint of order lies against the amendment. This
it? clearly a limitation upon the expenditure of the appropria-

on.

Mr. PADGETT. What is the object of the gentleman's
amendment ?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The amendment provides
that no part of this appropriation shall be expended for foreign
coal for the mse of the Marine Corps. I will tell the gentle-
man why I offer the amendment. I hold in my hand a tele-
gram which I received, which reads as follows:

SEATTLE, WASH., April 15, 1912.
Hon. W. E. Hoyruzey, M. C

Washington, D. C.:

United States Marine Corps are ealling for bids to be opened h!aes
24, and eliminate competition by specifying that all of the coal call
for for marine barracks at Bromerton should be Dritish Columbia
Wellington coal, notwithstanding the fact that there are two or three
different coals mined in Wash that are equal to the Wellington
coal. This is shown by the analysis by the United States Bureau of
Mines. Would appreeiate 1t if you could get this clause eliminated
and have Marine &)rps buy coal the same as Quartermaster's Depart-
ment, based on the British thermal heat units.

C. B. HousTox.

Mr. Houston represents the Pacific Coast Coal Co. After I
received that dispatch I made some inquiry to ascertain why
such a provision as that was ever inserted in a call for bids.
I had considerable frouble to ascertain why it was done. I
must say in justification, however, that the head of the Marine
Corps at that time was in Panama. After calling their atten-
tion to the matter three or four times, and finally telling them
that I intended tb introduce a resolution to find out why they
were going to use British Columbia coal, I ascertained that some
officer out there at Bremerton thought that this British Co-
lumbia coal was better than the American coal. I then called
the attention of the Assistant Secretary of the Nayvy. Mr. Win-
throp, to it, and immediately he ordered that this call for bids
be canceled and that new ones be issued.

Mr. PADGETT. If they have canceled that order by admin-
istrative action, is not that far better than to put this legisla-
tion on this bill and deprive the department of the opportunity
of buying coal in the open market, forcing them to buy from
some particular man over there at such price as he may see fit
to fix? The department has redressed the gentleman's griev-
ance. He is now seeking to put on a limitation that would tie
the hands of the Government and force it to buy from a lmited
number, and the Government would be at their mercy.

Mr. HUMPHREY of “Washington. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman is entirely mistaken.

Mr. PADGETT. I think not.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I think that the gentle-
man is, and I will explain why. What I wanted to do was to
place a limitation on the expenditure. We can not legislate
judgment and patriotism into the officers of the Navy, but we
can limit them in the expenditure of the money. I received a
letter this morning respecting the matter of furnishing coal at
the Bremerton Yard. 1 do not know whether it is the same
officer who called for the former bids or not. This is another
bid for 500 tons, but he makes a limitation that no coal miner
in the State of Washington or in the United States can meef.
Now, there are several different companies in the State of
Washington, and any official who has no more patriotism or
regard for the interests of the country than to eall for bids
and specify that the coal shall come from one particular com-
pany, and that a foreign company, ought to be restricted in
the expenditure of the money and be reprimanded by the de-
partment. There is no reason in the world why we should use
foreign coal in the Marine Corps. There is not even the excuse
that they are going to use it on vessels. It is for the use of
the Marine Corps at Bremerton Navy Yard. I think we ounght
to go on reeord now as condemning any such proposition.

Mr. BOWMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman, Is there
any reason why the officer should specify any given grade of
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conl? TIs not that giving an opening for some bargaining be-
tween him and the owner of some colliery? I have seen all
sorts of wickedness creep in that way.

Mr, BUTLER. Let me answer that if I can.

Mr. BOWMAN. No given coal should be specified; it should
be based on the British thermal unit.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They specified only one
company, and that a foreign company, when there is plenty of
coal in the United States on the Pacific coast, that can be pur-
chased just as cheaply and that is equally good.

Mr. BUTLER. Do they specify one company?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They do. They say Well-
ington ceoal, British Columbia, because, presumably, some officers
think it better. They have not given any reason for it. Then
another point: In the last case I mentioned, they put in a condi-
tion which it is impossible for any company to comply with,
although they do not limit as to who may bid.

Mr. PADGETT. What is the impossibility?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. They specify for bitu-
minous coal that it shall not go through a mesh less than 2}
inches, something that there is no mine in America that can
comply with, except when you select it, and when you select it
it costs much more and there is no reason for putting in such
conditions. They want to use it under boilers and the only rea-
son is that it is a little cleaner and will keep the dust off of
some officer’s uniform, perhaps.

Mr. PADGETT. I would not put it that way. They have a
right to make some sort of specifications. Now, treat them
squarely in the matter. Has the gentleman submitted the last
matter to the department to sea whether, they having remedied
the gentleman's first complaint, they will not remedy this?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I have not, because I did
not get it until this morning.

Mr. PADGETT. Does the gentleman think it is appropriate,
befera you have submitted it to the department, when they have
corrected your first grievance, to put on here legislation that is
prohibitive, the result of which is to force the Government into
a limited way in which they can purchase? It appears to me it
is not wise or good legislation.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It took me about three
weeks to get them to make the change in the first eall for bids.
I do not see any excuse in the world for the Navy Department
wanting to purchase abroad coal of this cheap class.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

[Mr. LITTLEPAGE addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I want to
call the attention of the gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Huwmpurey] to the full scope of the limitation that he has
offered to the amendment to this paragraph. This paragraph
provides for the fuel to be used by the Marine Corps, not only
within the territorial limits of the United States, but wherever
there may be marines using fuel. We have marines in the
Philippines and in Samoa, and I do not know in how many dif-
ferent parts of the world marines are stationed, and perma-
nently stationed. Now, if the limitation of the gentleman is
adopted it will compel the Navy Department to send American
coal in very small quantities to these remote pares of the world,
and I suggest to the gentleman that he make his limitation
apply only to coal used by the Marine Corps within the terri-
torial limits of the United States.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will be very glad to
accept an amendment of that kind, as T had no intention of
limiting it except to the Pacific coast, where I want them to
use our own coal. I am perfectly willing for them to use the
coal of West Virginia at other places if they desire and it is
economical for them to do so.

AMr, HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I have not the floor.

AMr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I would suggest that the
gentleman from Washington indicate to the Clerk a modifica-
tion of his amendment,

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I suggest it be limited to
the use of the Marine Corps on the Pacific coast of the United
States.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr.
HumpHEEY] offers an amendment to the amendment,

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. T simply asked to modify
it by placing the further limitation that it be restricted to the
Pacific coast of the United States. ]

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the modified
amendment.

The Cilerk read as follows:

Page 58, line 4, after the word *‘dollars” insert:

“ Provided, That no part of this appropriation be
eign coal to be used by the Marine
United States.” :

nded for for-

orps on the Pacific coast of the

The CHAIRMAN., The question is on agreeing to the
amendment. .

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, that is a limitation, I think
it would be unwise legislation.

The gentleman has not submitted any reasons, it occurs to me,
that are valid and sufficient and of that urgency and importance
that would require us to place restrictive legislation of this
character upon this provision.

Now, the gentleman stated that there were some bids and
proposals for bids for the purchase of coal that were objec-
tionable, and that he ecalled the attention of the department to
the matter and that the department at once canceled the bids
and sought to remedy it; and he also stated that to-day he has
received additional information that some officer out there
has called for bids that are objectionable on account of the
rigidity of the specifications.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to be exactly just
to the department. The Assistant Secretary of the Navy reme-
died it within a day or so after I called it to his attention, but
I tried for two weeks to get the Marine Corps to remedy it,
and they refused to do it.

Mr. PADGETT. All the dealings of the Marine Corps are
subject to the direction of the Navy Department, and the Navy
Department remedied the matter.

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield
to the gentleman from Illinois?

Mr. PADGET. Yes.

Mr. McKENZIE. I want to ask the gentleman this question :
What is the practice in the purchase of coal for the Navy at
the present time? Is it done by competitive bids or not?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; by competitive bids, published and ad-
vertised broadecast; and everyone who desires to offer coal is
invited to bid.

Mr. BUTLER. Provided he can get up to 15,500 thermal
units?

Mr. PADGETT. Provided he meets the specifications.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. What I am complaining
about in this particular cage is that they do not call for bids
generally, but for one particular kind of coal.

AMr. PADGETT. And the gentleman also stated that he had
gotten that information this morning and had not called it to
the attention of the department.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is the other one.

Mr. KNOWLAND. I understand that this amendment wonld
give them authority to advertise, but that would confine this to
the United States. They counld get Pennsylvania bids and get
bids from other parts of the United States?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but the freight rates would be abso-
Iutely prohibitive, and then by cutting off the opportunity of
the Government to purchase on the British Islands, a few miles
away, and restricting it from any but the few there in the State
of Washington, it would tend to establish a trust, about which
we have heard so much denunciation in this body. [Applause.]

Mr. HOWARD. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. Was it not testified before the Committee on Naval Affairs
at this very hearing that the coal in the country that the gentle-
man from Washington was talking about was unfit for use on
the vessels of the Navy?

Mr. PADGETT. 1t is clearly shown that it is not adequate
for use on the vessels of the Navy, but this coal is for land
purposes. .

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. There is no claim made
that there is any better coal than that of Washington.

Mr. HOWARD. If this coal is not of superior quality, good
for use on vesselg, then, of course, its inferiority would be char-
acterized by the same percentage of inferiority for the purposes
on land, would it not?

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. It might be sufficient on land, but not
sufficient for coaling ships. But the whole policy of the Gov-
ment’s tying its hands and restricting itself and not getting
the benefit of an open market is wrong. [Applause.] I call for
a vote, Mr. Chairman. [Ories of * Vote!” *“ Vote!”]

Mr, PROUTY. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute offered
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ProUTY].-

The Clerk read as follows:

Add the following: *“ But in purchasing such articles preference shall
be given to those produced in the United States.”

Mr. PADGETT. I move to amend the substitute by adding
“which can be procured at the same price.”

Mr, PROUTY, “At the same price and quality.”” I will put
that in.
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The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee offers an
amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. Proury], which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Adad to the substitute the words “ which can be procured at the same
price and quality.”

Mr. PROUTY. I accept the amendment.
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle-
man from Tennessee and the gentleman from Kansas whether
or not they propose to carry along some sort of a tester, to be
used when a man wants to buy coal?

Mr. PADGETT. The Government tests all coal that it buys,
and requires it to meet certain speeifications.

Mr. SISSON. In case of emergency, how could the Govern-
ment buy coal under that amendment?

Mr. PADGETT. is is not emergency coal. It is coal that
is bought for general purposes, and fuel for the Marine Corps,
advertised for and bought under bids. 4

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
‘ment to the substitute.

Mr. PROUTY. I have accepted the amendment.

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman can not accept the amend-
ment against protest, and I protest. This is a purely Demo-
ciatic propositiou.

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman bears fine testimony to the
Democratic Party when he says that we give the Government
an opportunity to get coal under the best circumstances, at the
best price.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the
substitute.

The question being taken, the amendment to the substitute
was agreed to.

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer another amendment to the
substitute:

Prorided, That the coal shall be mined by labor that is
net exeeeding cight hours a day.

[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an
amendment which the elerk will report.

The clerk read as follows:

Add to the substitute the following: “Provided, That the coal shall
be mined by labor that is employed not exceeding eight hours a day."

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard briefly
on that amendment. In the United States, so far as I know
and am informed and believe, coal is mined by eight-hour labor,
and in some instances less than eight hours.

AMr. BUCHANAN. Thanks to organized labor.

Mr. CANNON. From an economic standpoint if no other,
I think that in that kind of labor, dangerous and underground.
eight hours are a sufficient number of hours out of the 24 to be
employed.

employed

That being the case, the bids for this coal for the use of the |

United States are free to all the world, which practically in-
cludes British Columbia and Australia, why should the Ameri-
ean citizen who employs eight-hour labor—American labor—
be compelled to compete with the man in foreign countries who,
in the first place, pays his labor less than we pay ours, and,
in the second place, works that labor more than eight hours?
[Applause.] In other words, I do not want to discriminate
against the American citizen in organized labor or in unorgan-
ized labor. Therefore, I offer the amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment
to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, to add the
words “and by union labor,” so that it shall be an 8-hour day
and also by union labor.

Mr. CANNON. That amendment is not in order. When my
amendment is disposed of then the gentleman’s amendment will
be in order. My amendment is an amendment to the substi-
tute, and a substitute is amendable only in the first degree.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 offer my amendment to the amendment of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON].

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not in order at this
time.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
has the floor if he desires it.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 yield to my colleague.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I should like to suggest that if you make
the provision that union labor be employed you ean cut out the
other part of it, because it will be an eight-hour day. Organized
labor has already secured an eight-hour day in most industries
which are organized.

Mr. FOSTER. I think it would be well to put in the amend-

ment, so that there can be no question about it.

Mr. CANNON. When my aniendment is disposed of the gen-
tleman can offer any amendment that is in order.
= Mf‘,' FOSTER. Will not the gentleman accept that modifiea-

on?

Mr. CANNON. I will not accept any amendment to my
amendment, because when it is either agreed to or rejected my
colleagne Mr. FosTER can offer any amendment he sees fit to
offer; and I think the gentleman, with his knowledge of parlia-
mentary law and his great zeal for the public service, is quite
competent to stand upon his own merits, without seeking to
fasten himself upon my coat tails, [Laughter.] :

Mr. FOSTER. I will say to my friend from Illinois that I
am very glad to see that he has come to a time in this House
when he is taking the opportunity to recognize union labor.
[A.pplause.] I congratulate the country and the House that
this amendment has been offered at this time. I am glad indeed
to know that my colleague has offered it. I do not desire fo
cling to his coat tails in this matter, but I would like to have
him go a little further and accept a modified amendment and
make it apply to union scale of wages, so the worker may not
only have a shorter day, but a living wage.

' The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Caxwon] to
the substitute.

The question was taken, and the amendment to the substitute
was agreed to.

Mr. CANNON. Now it Is in order for the gentleman from
Ilinois to offer his amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment “and by
union labor,” to follow the words “ eight hours a day.”

The . The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

'nn}::mii bgdl'_l.;sr the word “day,” In the substitute, the words “and by

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I think this ampndment speaks
| for itself, that the coal which the Government proposes to buy
| shall be mined under the 8-hour day provision, as offered by my
eolleague from Illinois, and also that there shall be employed
union labor, which is an organized effort for fair pay and better
conditions in the mines; that these men who employ pauper
labor, that do not pay a living wage, can not furnish coal to the
Government. I am glad, indeed, that this provision for 8 hours
a day has been put in the bill, and I hope this amendment that
I offer will be adopted and that my colleague, the gentleman
from Illinols [Mr. Caxwox] having done good work in putting
restrictions on the bill for 8 hours a day, will join with me,
and that the labor in this country will be given consideration
by the Government in the purchase of the coal under these con-
ditions, so the wages will be fair,

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. And it will be a stand-off
between you.

Mr. FOSTER. _I hope my colleague will support my amend-
ment as heartily as I supported his.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, touching the
amendment of my colleague from Illinois, that I never yet in
this House have offered an amendment fouching the public
service that abounded in demagogy, nor have I ever failed
to voice my true sentiments upon any question that was pre-
sented touching the public serviee.

I offered the amendment in the best of faith, realizing, if
you choose, that through organization and a wise public senti-
ment we had an eight-hour day in the coal-mining industry.

Let me say to my colleague that union labor in the United
States has always recelved my approval. I have been ealled
opon to defend my position touching union labor. I have re-
ceived the assaults of people who profess to lead federated labor,
not in one campaign, but two, aye, three, and I have always
taken the position that if I lived by labor, in the sweat of my
face, under the changed and changing conditions in production,
| that in simple self-protection I would federate with my co-
 Iaborers, unite for the purpose of making a contract between
one employer, whether it be a person or corporation, and on the
other hand, the employees—thousands and thousands and tens
of thousands of whom could not singly act effectively, each one
making a separate contraet. That has been my position always,
and it is my position now. [Applause.]

Now, the man in union laber goes there voluntarily, and I
say again that if I was a coal miner or a worker in the machine
| shop or operating on the railway I would combine for the pur-
pose indicated. I have appealed, when attacked by Samuel
Gompers and some other Iabor leaders who came in person and
sent walking delegates into my district fo defeat me—I have
frankly said to the 12,000 men federated in the building trades
and operating in the mines exactly my position as I have indi-
cated it here. Then I have turned and appealed to them and

gaid, “I have stated everywhere that you do not want excep-
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tional legislation, class legislation, for your protection; you are
American citizens, thank God, and you never mortgaged your
manhood, you never mortgaged your politics, to the dictation
of any man or men. You organized for a specific purpose and
for no other; and I want to say to you that I am satisfied that
I always received 95 per cent of the Republicans of the 12,000
people that were organized in union labor in my district.”
[Applause on the Republican side.]

A man has a right to be federated—to join the union. A man
algo has a right not to join a union. They are all American
citizens. There are said to be 2,000,000 voters among the fed-
erated labor unions of the country.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, there are said to be about
2,000,000 voters among those who are federated in labor or-
ganizations. That includes the railway employees who are not
federated but who have very efficient organizations without
being federated. There are 92,000,000 of people in the United
States—

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Ninety-six.

Mr. CANNON. Ninety-six, says my friend from Michigan.
There are, say, twenty-five to thirty millions of men laboring on
and off the farm and elsewhere who are not unionized, as
against the 2,000,000 who are unionized. They have just as
much right under the Constitution and under the law to their
liberty and protection as has the man who is unionized. Does
my friend say they have not? Does any man here within the
gound of my voice say they have not? I pause for a reply. I
pause for a reply from my other colleague [Mr. BUCHANAN],
who was a labor leader. I get no reply. Therefore, when my
colleague Mr. Foster offers an amendment that the coal shall
be produced under an 8-hour day, and that the labor by which
it is produced must be unionized, he seeks to say that every
man who is not unionized shall be shut out of that industry,
and by the same rule out of every industry; and that before he
can assert his constitutional right to liberty and equality of
opportunity he must be unionized. God save the unions of this
country from such statesmanship! [Applause.]

Is there any man on that side of the House who does not
agree with what I say? If so let him stand up and speak now.
I pause for an answer. No one answers nay. Let us be honest
with ourselves. Cooperation and unionization of labor is here
to stay. Thank God, it ought to stay. I indorse it, but I de-
fend the multiplied thousands that are so organized and so fed-
erated against the hot-footed man or men who wants to pick
them out of all the 92,000,000 people of this country and say,
«“you shall be preferred by law over the other 90,000,000.”
Shame on such a position! 1

Mr, Chairman, I am ready for a vote. [Applause.]

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON. Certainly.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask my colleague
if under the regulations of coal mining to-day in America it is
not practically impossible to mine coal except by labor that is
organized?

Mr. CANNON. Why, the labor is organized and it is mining
the coal and it is improving its condition. It is improving its
hours, improving it from every standpoint. That is the con-
dition. I am for maintaining it. It has been achieved without
such proposed legislation as my colleague suggests, and if is not
necessary. I deal with practical questions, and not with pos-
gibilities.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I am certainly pleased at
the turn that matters have taken in regard fo an eight-hour day,
and pleased to have the support of my colleague in securing
legislation providing that work shall be done under an eight-
hour day and fair conditions for labor. I am of the opinion, how-
ever, that the pending amendment probably would not stand a
constitutional test. Having been in the labor movement for a
number of years, I have had some experience in securing the
passage of city ordinances and State legislation for the better-
ment of labor and to throw greater safeguards around the life
and limb of the workers. I have always considered that where
we had a provision for the employment of union labor, it would
be considered class legislation. I am somewhat surprised at
the absence of our constitutional lawyers to-day. They seem to
be very numercus at times.

I have never made any pretense of knowing much about the
law, but still I have had some experience with it. I want to
say, in addition to what my distinguished colleague and friend,

Mr, CaxnNon, has said, that I have had a wide experience in the
organized-labor movement, and I believe, and my record will
show, that my efforts have been quite successful. The splendid
results of union labor should, it seems to me, bring all Iabor to
the realization of the need of uniting their forces for protecting
their interests. Labor, as will be seen, if you look over the his-
tory of the world, has never obtained any great consideration in
the way of reduction of hours, increase of wages, or betterment
of conditions except through unity of action in organized
labor. [Applause.] They are sometimes given assistance by
those who think they might be a power in polities, and that it
might not be safe for a public man to deny the legitimate and
fair requests of organized labor. If labor would unite for
political action, regardless of past party affiliations, public men
who denied their requests for remedial legislation would soon
be relegated to the political serap pile. .

I want to say that so far as I am concerned, although I spent
the best years of my life for the uplifting and betterment of
the workingmen, I do not make any claims to be able to receive
95 per:cent of the labor votes, as does my colleagne Mr.
CaxxoxN. I do not believe that labor has come to a realization
of the need of that yet. I have in my endeavors toward organ-
ized labor tried to point out to its members the need of their
exercising their influence in a wise, legitimate political policy
for the purpose of securing legislation giving them their rights
as organized workingmen and equality in the legislation and
administration of the law. They have never been, and would
not be, justified in asking remedial legislation that would not
apply to all the people, and they never have asked it, to my
knowledge.

Now, something has been said here about the president of
the American Federation of Labor in regard to his activity in
political affairs. I know something about that matter. I know
Mr. Gompers personally, and respect and admire him for his
brilliant intellect, rugged honesty, sincerity of purpose, and
fidelity fo a principle, and I know something about his record
as a laboring man. Mr. Gompers hesitated to go into poli-
ties, and when he did go into it, it was to carry out the demands
of a conference that was held, if my memory serves me right,
in March, 1907, and which might be called a special convention
which had representatives not only of those organizations
affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, but those that
were not affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, and
I suppose so far as representation is concerned it was oné of
the largest conventions that the laboring people of this country
have ever had.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman's time may be extended for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Illi-
nois may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. BUCHANAN. That meeting or convention instructed
the executive officers of the American Federation of Labor as
to what they should do. The plan, as I remember it, was to
appeal to Congress for redress, and appeal to the President or
to anyone from whom they might get results in the way of
remedial legislation against the abuses of injunctions and
other policies which were obstructing their fundamental and
constitutional rights as organized American workingmen. [Ap-
plause.]

Their appeals to the Republican House of Representatives
were received with deaf ears. They appealed to the President
without avail, and then went to the Republican convention,
where they were again turned down. They next went to the
Democratic convention, and what they asked for was put in
the Democratic platform. What else could these people do
under the circumstances except support those who had com-
plied with their wishes and oppose those who had received
their appeals with deaf ears? They would have been ingrates
and not worthy of the respect and confidence reposed In them
if they had not supported the Democratic candidate for Presi-
dent, whose record had been favorable to labor legislation.

The American Federation of Labor never has been a partisan
organization. Its political influence has never been used only
to support its friends and oppose its enemies. The Soclalists
in the labor movement endeavored at times to make the Federa-
tion of Labor a tool for that political group, but failed. The
American trade-union movement has refused te be the tail of
the kite of any political organization. [Applause.] Mr.
Gompers’s political position has been the position of organized
1abor, and that is what I desire to make clear to you, that Mr.
Gompers should not be attacked for what he has done in
political matters unless you attack the trade-uaions, because
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he was carrying out what he had been instructed to do by the
representatives of the unions, and I think it was a credit to
him to make the political fight he did in 1908. To do so was
answering the call of duty.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN, I will.

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman know of any instance
where Mr. Gompers or any other national representative of the
Federation of Labor has ever asked that their union be officially
recognized by the Congress of the United States?

Mr. BUCHANAN. 1 do not remember that they have ever
asked for legislation that would require the Government or
any employer to employ union labor. What they have asked
for is fair conditions and a square deal. Organized labor is
willing to take its chance to get work if you will give it the
conditions [applause], because it has the most efficient work-
men in its ranks. The question of efficiency, however, is a
speech in itself, but I want to say that by personal experience
1 have learned that where you give the shortest workday and
the greatest amount of liberty consistent with the work that is
being done you will find the greatest efficiency and, in my
opinion, the best products and the labor cost cheapest.

I regret that it seems to be necessary to take up the time of
the House to-day in regard to this matter, but the question has
been raised in a way which necessitates my making certain
explanations. There have been things that have occurred
with the organization that I had the honor to represent four
years previous to 1905, when I retired from activity in the
labor mevement, that have cast reflections upon organized labor,
My four years as international president of the -Structural
Iron Workers of this country gave me an insight into what is
being done in the industries of this counfry. There are the
so-called captains of industry—I would think that some who
are parading as captains of industry would be better named if
they were called captains of highbinders instead—and I want
to make a distinction here between what I consider the honest,
legitimate employers and what I consider commercial and in-
dustrial pirates.

The interests of organized labor and honest, legitimate busi-
ness can not be separated. They lie together, and when they
are fighting it is like the right arm fighting the left; and while
the legitimate employer and employees are fighting, spurious
capital, watered-stock jugglers, and frenzied financiers are
robbing them all, yet they continue to jump at each other’s
throats, apparently ignorant of what the real trouble is.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has again ex-

ired.
¥ Mr. BUCHANAN. Could I impose upon the committee for
five minutes more?

Mr., CANNOXN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman's time be extended five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CaAx-
Non] asks that the time of his colleague [Mr, BucHANAN] be
extended for five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall make this distine-
tion =so that I will be understood, because as a representative
laboring man I endeavored to teach the members of my or-
ganization that their interests lay in the success of the industry
in which they worked, and that if the organization became suf-
ficiently powerful to enforce rules that would result in the
obstruction of that industry the enforcement of such rules
would be antagonistic with their own interests.

While international president of the Structural Iron Workers
in 1903 I discovered that some of the big employers in the
building industry in New York City were in collusion with a
group of unscrupulous and dishonest labor men for the purpose
of destroying competition. This naturally developed a system
whose disreputable methods and tactics made it incumbent
upon me, as the executive head of the ironworkers’ organiza-
tion, to enter into a contest to bring about its overthrow. This
group of unprincipled men in the labor movement was apply-
ing the resources of the union to their own personal use and
ambitions at the sacrifice of the interests and almost the ex-

istence of the organization. Upon entering this contest I real-.

ized that I was opposing a dangerous, violent erowd and prob-
ably taking chances on my life. In fact, many of my friends
and associates cautioned me repeatedly of the fact that they
might do me bodily injury, but I felt that the interests if not
the existence of the organization depended upon the overthrow
of this malicious element. I found that the dishonest employer
was largely responsible for the methods that were practiced,
and once, when I told the president of the Building Employers'
Association in New York City that the employers were more
responsible for existing conditions than the labor unions, he
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said to me, “ BucHANAN, you can get no argument out of me
about that; I know it better than you do.”

_ This plutocratic element of industrial highbinders and com-
mercial pirates which is preying upon and sucking the lifeblood
out of the business world as well as the laboring men has
its poisoned fangs stuck into all these movements with a view
to creating turmoil and disruption within their ranks and in
that way bring about their probable destruction.

It is encouraging to me to have men like my colleague from
Illinois [Mr. CanNoxn] recognize the rights of the laboring peo-
ple and the need of shorter hours and better conditions. I
believe in the labor movement, in that conservative, sensible
element which is working earnestly and honestly to uplift the
labor interests of this country and thereby make it better and
brighter. I believe that when their efforts are understood
the better element of business men—which element is in the
great majority, if you please; the commercial highbinders and
pirates of whom I have spoken are very much in the minority
in the business world—the legitimate, fair-minded business
men will give organized labor their indorsement when they
find that the minority—the highbinders and pirates—on ac-
count of greed and avarice, in collusion with the unserupulous
and dishonest element in the labor movement, have been able
to retard the real progress of that movement in establishing
equitable conditions.

Mr. BATHRICK. Here is an amendment requiring that
all the labor of a coal mine furnishing coal to the Government,
as I understand it, must be union labor. Is that the way you
understand the amendment?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes.

Mr. BATHRICK. Do you not think gn amendment so radical
as this is antagonistic to the labor interests of the country?

Mr. BUCHANAN. No: do not misunderstand me. I be-
lieve that the Government should recognize trade-union con-
ditions, because organized labor has established a better wage
scale and more favorable conditions than where labor has not
been effectively organized; and since the prosperity of the coun-
try depends upon labor’s interests being protected, I believe
legislation favoring union conditions would be advantageous
to the people of our country. But, due to many decisions ren-
dered by our judges, labor seems to be impressed that judges
are receiving their convictions from the sources that secure
them their positions, which are the big business interests and
trusts of the country; and while I favor the principle of the
amendment, yet I think it would be unwise to pass such legis-
lation, because it would not stand the constitutional test.

Mr. BATHRICK. Now, I am in favor of the eight-hour
law—— ;

Mr. BUCHANAN. So am I. I worked for it a number of
years and have given the best part of my life to secure it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Bucaanan] has expired.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman may have two minutes more. ’

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mpr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent that the time of the gentleman be extended five minutes.

Mr. PADGETT. Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, that this debate
come fo a conclusion. I do not want to object, but the gentle-
man's time has been extended already two or three times. I
ask that it be extended for two minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to finish my ques-
tion. I wish to state that I am in favor of the employment of
eight-hour labor on the goods that the Government buys—that
is the Government's right the same as a private employer—but
I can not be in favor of a proposition which compels the peo-
ple who manufacture these goods to employ union labor en-
tirely on all classes of goods, shutting out all other kinds of
labor by law. I want to ask you if you are in favor of that
provision?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am in favor of the prineciple of that pro-
vision; yes; but I think my colleague ought to withdraw it,
because it would be unconstitutional and poeor public policy.

Mr. BATHRICK. I thought it was so radical that it was
impossible to pass legislation of that kind and would harm
labor by the ridicule thus brought upon it.

Mr. BUCHANAN. If you will refer to my record you will be
compelled to think that I am in favor of organized labor. I be-
lieve in organized labor using its resources in a proper and con-
servative manner. When I say to you that I had the friend-
ship and support of such men as Senator Hanna and that I had
an autograph letter from * The strenuous one " and others high
in public life, and had their assistance in my efforts, it would
indicate, at least, that I was reasonable in my requests. My
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position was, as a representative of organized labor, that the
best man in the labor movement for the interests of labor was
that man who secured the best terms possible under the condi-
tions that prevailed with the least friction and the least ill will
on the part of his employer. I always felt that if I obtained
favorable conditions for the members of my organization and at
the same time kept the good will of the employer I had accom-
plished more than if I had ealled a strike for it.

The history of my organization during the four years that I
was its international president speaks for itself, because no
other orgnnization in the history of the labor movement ever
made greater progress than it did in the same period of time.

Through that unity of action of the ironworkers they have
increased their wages from an average of $§2.25 a day previous
to their organization to an average of $4.50 a day since the
organization has been effected and also reduced the hours per
day from 10 to 8. The organization also provides for funeral
expenses and disability benefits. I gave my best efforts to
secure improved conditions for the men who worked at the
struetural-iron industry, one of the hardest and most hazardous
trades there is. The strunctural iron workers, the men who
trip the beams and girders that span the mighty rivers and
make possible our great interstate commerce, are worthy of
much more consideration than they have ever been given, and
I only wish that I could have been of greater service to them
in securing the conditions to which they are duly entitled.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great
deal of interest to the speech of my colleague from Illinois [Mr.
Brcraxax], who, as he said, has spent a large portion of his
life in the real service of the laboring people of the country.
There is no man in thissHouse who will vote more readily than
I will to aid those who toil in the mines and in the shops and
in the fields and other places in this country for their livelihood,
and I do not like fo see sport made of them or their organiza-
tions, those who belong to the organization or those who do not.

T have served eight years with the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Caxxon] and I never heard him, when the Republicans
were in power in this House, offer anything that even looked
like eight hours fo the laboring people of the United States.
[Applause on the Democratic side.] And now, when his party
has been driven from power in the House and is soon to be
driven from power in every branch of the Government [ap-
plausel, the gentleman talks of eight hours' labor.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to
an interruption?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says my amendment was
unconstitutional. He is mistaken if he refers to me. I think he
refers to his colleague, Dr. Foster. He offered an amendment
that only union labor should be employed. Mine was for an
eight-hour Iaw in the production of coal.

Mr. HEFLIN. Digging coal.

Mr. CANNON. For the production of coal, either in Australia
by 10-hour laber, or in British Columbia by 11-hour labor, or in
the United States by 8-hour labor.

Myr. HEFLIN. Is the gentleman opposed to the man who is
not a member of the union digging coal for a livelihood to pro-
vide subsistence for his wife and children?

Mr. CANNON. I would protect him, even from the gentleman
from Alabama, if he wanted to work in the coal mines, whether
he belonged to the union or not. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is exceedingly
late in his efforts to protect the laboring man [applause on the
Democratic side]—after 16 years of power in this House—and
now the gentleman says the laboring men have not mortgaged
their souls and their politics. Let me say a word about the
gentleman's party in its relation to labor organizations. The
manufacturers, whom the gentleman’s party pretends to pro-
tect, have served notices on organized labor the day before elec-
tion that if they did not vote the Republican ticket on the mor-
row they need not come back to work next day. [Applause on
the Democratic side.]

That is one of the fruits of Republicanism in this country.
[Applause.] The first eight-hour law ever offered in the Con-
gress of the United States was offered by a Democrat from New
Jersey by the name of Rogers. The first political party that
ever offered a resolution recognizing union labor in the United
States, extending its sympathy and offering its services, was the
Democratic Party in national convention in 1868.

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. I will yield to the gentleman.

M. CANNON, President Grant was the first man in con-
nection with legislation that proposed an eight-hour working-
day, as far back as 1868, [Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Rogers, of New Jersey, a Democrat,
offered a bill in this House prior to that time. [Applause on
the Democratic side.]

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman may be correct, but if so. he
is lost in space, because everybody thinks it was Grant in 1868,

Mr. HEFLIN. I am correct. I have sindied the labor ques-
tion a long time, and I have not been recently converted to.the
needs of the laboring man.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. If the genfleman from Ala-
bama hag studied the labor question so long, why has he not
done something for labor in his own State, just one little thing?
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. HEFLIN. The laborer in my State fares far better than
he dces in the State of the gentleman from New York, where
a hundred thousand men are out of employment and begging
for work to-day. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The
genileman from New York falks to me about the laboring
man—

: E.\llr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I mean in the way of legis-
ation.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr, HEFLIN. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five
minutes. 4

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HEFLIN. I see that my remarks have warmed up the
opposition a little. Whenever you give them the facts you warm
them. [Laughter.] Why, the poor, struggling labor masses in
the United States are being driven——

Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. No; not now—are being driven to want and
misery by the mereiless laws of the Republican Party under the
gystem of high protection. One candidate for President says
“Down with the bosses,” but he does not name the bosses. The
other one is talking about the “ dignity of the courts” and the
deceit and hypocrisy of the ex-President, but the Democratic
Party says, * Here is the evil, here it is.” What is it? It is the
high protective-tariff system of the Republican Party., [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.]

My, FARR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. Now I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. FARR. I desire to ask the gentleman if in the State of
Alabama they are not working convicts in the mines against
free labor?

Mr. HEFLIN. Some convicts are working in the mines. I
am talking of national affairs. The gentleman can not dodge
{he issue. That is what a Republican does every time you men-
tion the tariff. We are dealing with national issues now; we
are discussing national questions. Your party promised these
men employment, you promised them good wages, you prom-
ised them work for all, and I think one of you sald, “All kinds
of work for all kinds of people,” and you ean not pick up a
daily paper now without reading that some poor husband and
ihe father of children has taken earbolic acid or shot his
brains out because he conld not find work under a Republican
administration. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr., GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. HEFLIN. I can not yield now. I have only a few
moments left. I can not afford to yield any more time. Your
candidates are golng around the country to-day and they are
not talking about the deadly upas tree flourishing in the politi-
cal life of America—the high protective-tariff system—beneath
whose shade you are robbing the American masses to-day.
Trusts are springing up all around us, and yet when you have
been driven out of this House—the only branch of power you
have lost in 15 years—you are trying now to bolster yourselves
up by trying to fool again that class that you have deceived so
long—the laboring people of the United States. [Applause on
the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, thank God for the political judgment day
that is coming. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It is
not long off, the political judgment day in the United States,
and many of you on that day will not be prepared. [Laughter
and applause on the Democratic side.] You fooled the laboring
people many a time, but at last their eyes are open and they
are going to walk with heads erect, ballots in their hands, on
election day next November with the party that has stood for
labor since its birth; the party whose representative offered
the first 8-hour law in Congress will find this mass of the
laboring men in the United Btates solid beneath its flag in the
November election. [Applause on the Democratic side.] After
that you will have time to think of how you might have served
the laboring man during the long years you were in power
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before we carried this House. [Applause on the Democratic
gide.]

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on
this paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed.

Mr. CANNON. I trust the gentleman will not do that.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Before that is done I want
to make a request for unanimous consent,

Mr. PADGETT. I will amend my motion, and move that the
debate close after 10 minutes. -

Mr. CANNON. I should like 10 minutes.

Mr. PADGETT. I will yield to the gentleman. I move that
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in
10 minutes; and I ask unanimous consent that the 10 minutes
be given to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON].

Mr. HEFLIN. I reserve the right to object. If the chair-
man proposes to close debate in 10 minutes, he must give 5
minutes of that time to a Democrat.

Mr. PADGETT. There has been debate on both sides.

Mr. HEFLIN. I will object unless you divide the time and
give some Democrat 5 minutes,

Mr. PADGETT. Who on this side wants five minutes?

Mr. FOSTER. I want a minute.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I want a minute on this side.

Mr. PADGETT. I move that at the end of 15 minutes the
debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close, and
I will ask that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaANNox] have
10 minutes, and the other gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
5§ minutes.

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr, Chairman, just a moment, reserving the
right to object. How much time has the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. CaxxoxN] consumed in the argument of this question?

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How much time has the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr., BUcHANAN] consumed?

- Mr. PADGETT. I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Caxyox] had 10 minutes, I have not been keeping track of the
time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Papcerr] moves that at the expiration of 15 minutes all debate
on the paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed.

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
HEeFLIN) there were—ayes 42, noes 14. :

Accordingly the motion was arreed to.

Mr, FOSTER., I ask unammous consent fo modify my
amendment, and to substitute the one I now send up for the one
I previously offered.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
asks unanimous consent to modify his amendment to the sub-
stitute. The Clerk will report it.

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman offers an amendment to the
gubstitute. Does he withdraw that?

Mr. FOSTER. I want to offer this as a substitute for the
one I did offer.

Mr. CANNON. It is not amendable, but the gentleman can
ask unanimous consent. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. FosteER] to ask unanimous consent to modify
his amendment by offering for it a substitute which the clerk
will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

And that does not pay the union scale of wages.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the substitution of
this amendment for the other one offered by the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. FosTER]?

Mr. CANNON. I have no objection to the gentleman offer-
ing it.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask unanimous consent to extend and
revise my remarks in the REcoRD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr., Bu-
cEANAN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the
Recorn. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no further debate, the question
is on the adoption of the amendment.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New
York [Mr. MicHAEL E. DRriscoLL] desired some time.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Just a minute or two.

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman ask for recognition?

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Yes; I asked for recognition.

Mr. CANNON. I should like to close the debate.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. - I should like just two min-
utes, if the gentleman will give it.

Mr. CANNON. I do not give it, because the gentleman can be
recognized in his own right.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr, Chairman, I do not in-
tend to occupy more than two minutes of your time on this

question, but on account of the turn which this debate has taken
I am prompted to refer to it in a very few words.

There has been a good deal of buncombe here this afternoon;
more playing to the galleries and for home consumption than
usual. One gentleman offers an amendment that all coal pur-
chased by the United States shall be mined by labor that is
employed not exceeding eight hours a day, and another gentle-
man, in order to go him one better and make a stronger appeal
to his home constituents, offers an amendment that it be mined
by union labor. No one can tell how far these gentlemen would
Lave gone in their maneuvering for position had not the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Bucaaxaxi, who is a real friend of
organized labor, taken up the subject seriously and urged the
gentlemen to be careful, else the whole provision might be held
to bg unconstitutional. He thought they were carrying the joke
too far.

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Heruin] grew so red in
the face that I feared he might burst a blood vessel in avowing
his sympathy for the downtrodden workingman and his desire
to relieve him of some of his burden. I said I would not oceupy
the time of the committee in discussing this matter here at any
length, and I therefore ask unanimous consent to extend a few
remarks in the Recomrp and to print a few extracts from the
statutes, and perhaps from the constitution of the State of
Alabama and of some other States which are represented here
by gentlemen who are all the time talking buncombe on the
question of labor, and who are doing nothing for their people
at home on this question.

I question the good faith, I question the sincerity of gentle-
men who come here and become very earnest and elogquent
talking about labor, their interest in the working men and
women, and their sympathy for the people, who in their home
States do very little to improve the conditions of labor; where
they have statutes in their States which are hostile to em-
ployees and servants, which provide that a person who per-
suades a servant to leave the employment of his master shall
be imprisoned in the county jail; that a person who hires or
entices away the employee of another shall be punished by a
heavy fine; that a person who furnishes food or clothing to the
apprentice of another shall be guilty of a penal offense; and
that anyone who employs or entices from the employment of
another an immigrant may be imprisoned at hard labor.

It strikes me that it would be very appropriate for those
gentlemen who make such loud and long speeches in Congress
to go back and do a little something for labor in their own
States and set an example by acts rather than by talking here
and by offering resolutions and bills. In those States the Demo-
ceratic Party is in absolute and unquestioned control of their
State governments. There is no real oppesition to them in
what they may desire to do in the way of legislation. They
may, without let or hindrance, enact laws which are favorable
or unfavorable to working people, and I submit that their in-
terest in labor and in humanity manifests itself in words rather
than in acts.

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recomrp. Is
there objection?

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Cbairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, T would like to know what they are to be.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I will put them into the
Recorp right from the gentleman’s State—your statutes. Are
yon afraid of your own statutes?

Mr. BARTLETT. No; not in the least; or of you, either.
[Laughter.]

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I do not ask for anything
except to put in the Recorp some of the statutes of your States,

Mr. BARTLETT. Let us see what they are.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Oh, I will not manufacture
them.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr, HOWARD. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. They pertain to labor, em-
ployees, workingmen, employers.

Mr. BARTLETT. I think I shall not object, but of course I
take it for granted that the gentleman’s statement that they are
from the statutes of the State of Georgia is correct,

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Alabama and Georgia and
other Southern States, whose Representatives here do much
talking on the subject of labor.

Mr. BARTLETT. What particular statutes of Georgia has
the gentleman in mind?

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLIL. Oh, the gentleman has a lot
of statutes down there, and I will select a few of them.

Mr, BARTLETT. Oh, we have several statutes; yes,
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York to extend his remarks in the REcorp?

Mr. HEFLIN.  Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
I shall have no objection if the gentleman will include in the
extension of his remarks a full and complete list of the unem-
ployed now in New York., [Cries of “Oh!"] :

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Is that the condition? Are
you afraid of your statutes being put in the Recorp?

Mr. HEFLIN. Not at all.

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Are you afraid of your con-
stitution?

Mr, HEFLIN. Not at all.

Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL. Have I got to get a list of
all of the men, women, and children who are out of employment
in the State of New York in order that I may be permitted to
extend in the Recorp a few of your statutes? [Cries of “ Regu-
lar order!"]

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York to extend his remarks in the RECORD?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. MICHAEL E, DRISCOLL. I will first insert a few sec-
tions from the Criminal Code of Alabama, 1907.

SEec. 6849, Any rson who entices, decoys, or persuades any ap-
prentice or servant to leave the service or employment of his master
must, on conviction, be fined not less than $20 nor more than $100;
and may also be imprisoned in the county jall or sentenced to hard
Iabor for the county for not more than three months,

Sec. 6850. Any person who knowingly interferes with, hires, em-
loys, entices away, or Indaces to leave the service of another, or at-
empts to hire, employ, entice away, or induce to leave the service of

another any laborer or servant, renter, or share cropper, who has con-
tracted in writing to serve such other person for any given time not to
exceed one year before the expiration of the time so contracted for, or
who knowingly interferes with, hires, entices away, or induces any
minor to leave the service of any person to whom such service Is law-
fully due, without the consent of the party emplorylng'. or to whom such
service is due, given in writing or in presence of .some credible gemn.
must, on conviction, be fined not less than $50 nor more than £500, at
the discretion of the jury, and in no case less than double the damages
sustained by the party whom such laborer or servant was induced to
iear;. one htnlr to the party sustaining such damage and the other half
o the county.

Brc. 6851. When any laborer or servant, renter, or share cropper,
having contracted as provided in the tpreceﬁjng section, is afterwards
found in the service or employment of another before the termination
of such contract, that fact is prima facie evidence that such person is

uilty of a violation of that section if he fail and refuse forthwith to

ischarge such laborer or servant after having been notified and in-
formed of such former contract or employment,

‘Sec. 6853. Any person who entices away any apprentice from his
master, or knowingly employs an apprentice or nishes him food and
clothing without the written consent of his master, or gives or sells
such apprentice ardent spirits without such consent, must, on conviction,
be fined not exceeding $500.

Skc. 6854, Any Eerscn who employs any Iimmigrant, or otherwise
entices him from his employer, in violation of the contract of such
immigrant, must, on conyietion, be fined in a sum not less than the
amount of wages for the unexpired term of the contract, and may be
imprisoned in the county jail or sentenced to hard labor for the county,
at the diseretion of the jury, for not more than three months.

Sec. 6855. Any Immigrant who abandons or leaves the serviee of an
employer without repaying all passage money and all other advances
must, on conviction, be fined in & sum not more than double the amount
of the wages for the unexpired term of service and imprisoned not
longer than three months, or sentenced to hard labor for the county for
not more than three months, at the discretion of the jury.

SEc. 6856. Any person who, by force or threats of violence to person
or property, prevents, or seeks to prevent, another from doing work or
furnishing materials, or from contracting to do work or furnish ma-
terials, for or to any person engaged in any lawful business, or who
disturbs, Interferes with, or prevents, or in any manner attempts to
prevent the peaceable exercise of any lawful industry, business, or
calling by any other person, must, on convietion, be fined not less than
$£10 nor more than $500, and may also be imprisoned in the county jail
or sentenced to hard labor for the county for not more than 12 months.

BEC. 6304. Any two or more persons who conspire together for the
purpose of preventing any person, persons, firm, or corporation from
earrying on any lawful business within the State of Alabama, or for
the purpose of interfering with the same, shall be guilty of & misde-
meanor,

SEC. 6305. Any person or persons who go near to or loiter about the

remiges or place of business of any person, firm, or corporation engaged
n & lawful business for the purpose of influencing or inducing others
not to trade with, buy from, sell to, or have business deallngs with such
person, firm, or corporation, or to picket the works or place of business
of such other person, firm, or corporation for the purpose of interfering
with or injuring any lawful business or enterprise, shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor ; but nothing herein shall prevent any person from solieit-
ing trade or business for a competitive business,

Sec 6396. Any person who prints or circulates any notice of boyeott,
boycott cards, stickers, dodgers, or unfair lists, publishing or dec]irln
that a boycott or ban exists or has existed or is contemplated agains
any person, firm, or co;]mrnt[on dolng a lawful business, or publishing
the name of any judicial officer or other public official upon any black-
list, unfair list, or other simllar list because of any lawful act or
decision of such official, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.

Spc. 6397. Any person who uses force, threats, or other means of
Intimidation to prevent any person from engaging in any lawful occupa-
tion at any place be or she sees fit, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.

Sue. 6390, Any person, firm, or corporation violating any section of
this chapter must, on cnnvlctlouédpay a fine of not less than $50 nor
more than $500, or be Imprisoned not to exceed 60 days’ hard labor
for the county.

The following extracts are taken from the Revised Statutes
of Texas of 1805, Penal Code:

Anr, 209, “An unlawful nssembiﬁ" is the meeting of three or more
persons with the intent to ald each other by violence or In any other
manner to commit an offense or illegally to deprive any person of any
right, or to disturb him In the enjoyment thereof.

Axr, 300. If the purpose of the unlawful assembly be to prevent any
person from pursuing any labor, oceupation, or employment, or to in-
timidate any person from following his daily avoeation, or to Inter-
fere In any manner with the labor or on;_p!nyment of another, the
punishment shall be by, fine not exceeding $500.

Anr. 824. If any person, by engaging in a riot, shall prevent any
other g:rson from pursuing any labor, occupation, or employment, or
intimidate any other person from following his dally avocation, or in-
terfere in any manner with the labor or employment of another. he
shall be punished by confinement in the county jail not less than six
months nor more than one year.

Arr, 600. Any Perﬂon who shall, by threatening words, or bE acts of
violence or intimidation, prevent or attempt to prevent another from
engaging 'or remaining in or from performing the duties of any lawful
employment, shall be gnilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $25 nor more than

500, or t‘? goﬂﬁnement not less than one nor more than six months In

e coun ail,

Also the following extracts are from the Acts aof 1003, chapter
94, on conspiracy and boycotting:

Sgec. 3. Either or any of the following acts shall constitute a cons
spirac‘{' in restraint of trade:

1. Where any two or more persons, firms, corporations, or associa-
tions of persons who are engaged in buying or selling any article of
merchandise, produce, or any commodity enter into an agreement or
nnderstanding to refuse to buy from or sell to any other person, firm,
corporation, or association of persons any article of merchandise, prod-
uce, or commodity.

2. Where any two or more persons, firmsg, corporations, or associa-
tions of persons shall agree to boycott or threaten to refuse to buy
from or sell to any person, firm, corporation, or assoclation of persons
for buying from or selling to any other persom, firm, corporation, or
assoclation of persons.

SEc. 4. Any and all trusts * * * and conspiracies in restraint
ﬁﬁ trtllde as herein defined are hereby prohibited and declared to be

egal.

Sec. 11. Each and every firm, person, corporation, or assoclation of
persons who shall in any manner violate any of the provisions of this
nct shall, for each and every day that such Jolntlon BE
or continued, forfeit and pay tfvle sum of $50, which may be recovered
in the name of the State of Texas in any county where the offense is
committed or where either of the offenders reside, or in Travis County,
and {t shall be the duty of the attorney general, or the distriet or
county attorney under the direction of the attormey general, to prose-
cute for the recovery of the same, and the fees of the prosecuting attor-
ney for representing the State in proceedings under this act shall be
over and above the fees allowed him under the general fee bhill.

Sec. 12. Any contract or agreement in violation of the provislons of
thiﬂ“act shall be absolutely void and not enforceable either in law or
equity.

Sec. 18. And in additlon to the penalties and forfeitures herein pro-
vided for every person violating tl?ls act may further be punished by
imprisonment in the penitentiary not less than 1 nor more than 10
years. -

By the foregoing statutes of the State of Texas it is intended,
among other things, to severely punish any violation of law
which ordinarily grows out of strikes, boycotting, and picket-
ing. Apparently they are intended to protect the employer and
the business man from any interference with his trade or busi-
ness and from any interference with his employees or servants
by organized labor or by unorganized labor. _

But Texas has another law and practice the effect of which
is to build up and establish a political aristocracy in the Com-
monwealth. It is directed against the poor man, and enhances
the politieal power of the man of means who can pay the tax,
I refer to the State poll tax and city poll tax of that State.
There are many statutes on this subject for the strict enforce-
ment of the tax and for the disfranchisement of those who do
not pay it, the substance of which is as follows:

Every citizen befween 21 and 60, with a few exceptions for
disability, must pay throughout the State a poll tax of $1.75,
and, in addition to that, every man in cities must pay from 50
cents fo a dollar additional poll tax, making a tax in the country
of $1.75 on every voter and in cities of 10,000 and over of from
60 cents to $1 additional. This tax must be paid on or before
the 1st day of Febrmary in order that the citizen may vote
at the following November election, and he is not qualified to
vote at the primary election of his party in the following sum-
mer unless he has paid those taxes and is able to produce his
receipts for the same. If he lives in the counfry at a distance
from the collector of taxes, he may send in the money by an-
other person, but if he lives in a city of 10,000 population or
upward, he must go in person and pay his taxes in order to get
his receipt. No man is permitted to pay those poll taxes for
another. No party or organization is permitted to do so, and
“any person who loans or advances money to another know-
ingly to be used for payment of poll taxes of such other person
is guilty of a misdemeanor,” -and any eandidate for office who
pays the poll tax of another is guilty of a felony.

There is no possible subterfuge by which a man can escape
paying his poll tax himself with his own money and vote,

all be committed '
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Moreover, those taxes mast be paid by the man himself and with
his own money, and not by any political organization or by
any opulent and ambitious individual who, were it not for this
provision, might be tempted to advance the money to qualify his
impecunions henchmen in the hope that they may vote for his
party or himself, .

In New Yerk and many other industrial States of the North
the overwhelming majority of the population reside in cities of
10,000 population and more, and especially is this true of the
poorer classes. If a law such as the aristocratic lawmakers of
Texas have adopted were enforced in those Northern States a
very large percentage of our voters would be perpetually dis-
franchised. To begin with, $2.75 is a heavy poll tax and a sub-
stantial burden on a poor man. A dollar is a good deal of
money when you have not got it. Those taxes would have to
be paid in midwinter, before the 1st of February, when busi-
ness is stagnant, labor not in great demand, money scarce, food
and fuel high, extra clothing for the family needed. Under
those circumstances the ordinary man would think twice be-
fore he would pay $2.75 in order to entitle him to vote in the
following November. He may be public spirited and patriotic,
interested in the institutions of the country and in politics, but
at that time he would need the money for something else than
to qualify him to vote at an election nine months in advance.

Agnin, many men who could spare the money without much
self-denial might, through carelessness and indifference, neglect
“to pay and get the required receipt so lang in advance, and they
would be hopelessly disqualified, the same as those who could
not afford the money. No one can tell what proportion of the
voters this kind of a law, if as strictly enforeed as in Texas,
would disfranchise in the State of New York. I would not be
surprised if it would disfranchise anywhere from 30 to 50 per
cent. That would mean a property qualification for the exer-
cise of the franchige, and it would mean that a very large pro-
portion of the people would lose their political influence and
the rights and privileges which flow from that influence.

The following extracts are from the revised statutes of the
State of North Carolina, 1905:

BEC, 3365. If any person shall entice, persuade, and procure any
servant by indenture, or any servant who shall have contracted in writ-
ing or orally to serve his employer, to nnlawfully leave the service of
his master or employer; or if any person shall knowingly and unlaw-
fully harbor and detain, in his own service and from the service of his
master, or employer, any servant who shall unlawfully leave the service
of such master, or employer, then, in either case, such person and
servant shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and fined not exceeding $100
or imprisoned not exceeding one month,

See. 3374 (as amended by chapter 402, acts of 1907). If any person
shall knowingly hirve, employ, harbor, or detain in his own service any
servant, employee, or wage of any other person, who shall have
coniracted in writing, or orally, for a fixed period of time to serve his
employer, and who shall have left the service of his employer, in viola-
tion of his contract, he shall be guilty of a misdemeanar and shall be
civilly lable in damages to the party so aggrieved. This seetion shall
a pi{ to the following countles:-Beaufort, Edgecombe, Person, Pitt,

ashington, Warren, Vance, Pender, Halifax, Guilford, Granville, Hert-
ford, Wayne, Wake, and Caswell.

The following extract is from the general statutes of Florida,
1906 ;

Bnc. 3232, Whoever shall entlce or persuade by any means whatso-
ever any tenant, servant, or laborer under contract with another,
whether written or verbal, to violate such confract, or shall employ
any servant or laborer, knowlng him or her to be under contract as
aforesald, shall be punished by imprisonment not exceeding 60 days or
by fine not exceeding $100.

The following are extracts from the laws of the State of Ten-
nessee, Shannon’s Code of 1886 and supplement of 1904 :

Brc. 4337, 1t shall not be lawful for any person in this State, know-
ingly, to hire, contract with, decoy, or entice away, directly or indi-
rectly, anyone, male or femule, who is at the time under contract or in
the employ of another; and any person (s) so under contract or employ
of another leaving their employ without iood and sufficient caunse be-
fore the expiration of the time for which they were employed shall
forfelt to the employer all snums duoe for service already rendered and
be Hable for such other damages (as) the employer may reasonably sus-
tain by such violation of contract.

8rc, 4338, Any person violating the provisions of the first clause of

the last sectlon shall be liable to the party who originally had and was"

entitled to the services of said employee, by virtue of a previous con-
tract, for such damages as he may reasonably sustaln by the loss of
the labor of said employee; and he shall also be liable for such dam-
ages, whether he had knowledge of an existing contract or not if he fails
or refuses to discharge the person so hired or to pay such damages as
the original employer may claim, after he has been notified that the
person is under contract, or has violated the contract with another

rson, which amount shall be asceriained and the collection enforeed
y action for damages before any justice of the peace of said county
whﬁ;e said violation occurs, or the party violating sald section may
reside.

The following extracts are from the laws of Arkansas, Digest
of 1904 :

Bec. 5028, If any laborer shall, without good cause, abandon his em-
ployer before the expiration of his contract, he shall be Hable to such
employer for the full amount of any account he may owe him, and

shall forfeit to his employer all wafes or share of crop due him, or
which ight become due him from his employer.

SEc. 5030 (as amended by act No. 298, Acts of 1905). If any person
shall interfere with, entice away, knowingly employ, or induce a laborer
or renter who has contracted with another person Tor a specified time to
leave his emplfger or the leased premises before the expiration of
his contract, without the consent of the employer or landlmg, he shall,
upon conviction before any justice of the peace or circuit court, be
fined not less than twenty-five nor more than one hundred dollars, and
in addition shall be Jiable to such employer or landlord for all advances
made by him to such renter or laborer by virtue of his contract, whether
verbal o written, with the said renter or laborer, and for all damages
which bhe may have sustained by reason theresf,

_The following is an extract from the Statutes of the State of
Kentucky, 1903 :

Sec. 1349. If any person shall wiilfully entice, persuade, or other-
wise influence MIEY person or persons, who have contracted to labor for
& fixed period of time, to abandon such contract before such period
of eervice shall have expired without the consent of the emipiayer
he shall be fined not exceeding $50, and be lable to the party injur
for such damages as he or they may have sustained.

The following is an extraet from the Statutes of Louisiana,
aet, 1906 :
ACT X0. 64,

BuEc. 2. Whoever shall willfully Interfere with, entice away, Intimi-
date, or induce a hired person, tenant, or share hand to leave the serv-

dce of the employer or to abandon the land the subject of the contract,

or-who shall knowingly take into his employ any such person before
the expiration of the contract, shall be deemed gullty of a misde-
meanor, and upon conviction shail be fined In a sum not less than $10
nor more than 5200 for each offense, and shall be liable In a civil action
for dameges to double the amount of any debt due by said hired per-
som, tenant, or share hand io the person who had made the advances.

The following are extracts from the Penal Code of Georgia:

Spc. 119, If any two or more persoms shall assoeiate themselves
together In any society or organization, with intent and for the purpose
of preventing in any manner any person from apprenticing himself to
learn and J)racﬂce any trade, craft, voeation, or ealling, or for the pur-
pose of inducing, by persuasion, threats, fraud, or any other means, any
apprentice or apprentices to any such trade, eraft, vocation, or ealling
to leave the employment of their employer, or for the purpose, hy any
meang, of preventing or deterring any person from lexrni.ng and prac-
ticing any such trade, eraft, vocation, or calling, every such person so
assoclafing himself in such society or organization shall be gullty of a
misdemeanor,

Spc. 121. When the servant, eropper, or farm laborer of another is
under written contract, attested by one or more witnesses, if any per-
son shall employ such servant, cropper, or farm laborer during the
term for which he is employed, knowing that he is so emplayeg and
that the term of service has not expired, such person so offending shall
be guilty of a misdemeanor.

SEc. 122, If any person shall, by offering higher wages or in any
other way entice, persuade, or decoy, or attempt to entice, persnade, or
decoy any servant, cropper, or farm laborer, whether under a written
or parole contract, after he sghall have actually entered the service of
his employer, or leave his employer during the term of service, knowin
that said servant, cropper, or farm laborer was so employed, he shaﬁ
be sguiltly of a misdemeanor.

Ec, 123, If any person or ns, by threats, violence, intimidation,
or other unlawful means, shall prevent or attempt to prevent any per-
som or persons in this State from engaging in, remaining in, or perform-
ing the business, labor, or duties of any lawful employment or oeccu-
pation, such offender or offenders shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.

8ec. 124, If any person or persons, singly or together, or in com-
bination, shall conspire to prevent or atte:llépt to prevent any person
or persons, by threats, violence, or intimidation, from engaging in
remaining in, or performing the business, labor, or duties of any lawful
employment or occupation, such offender or offenders shall be guilty of
a misdemeanor.

BEC. 125, If any person or persons, singly or by eonspiring togethor,
shall hinder any person or persons who desire to labor from so doing,
or hinder any person, by threats, violence, or intimidation, from being
employed as laborer or employee, such offender shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor.

Sec. 126. If any person or persons, by threats, violence, intimidation,
or any other unlawful means, shall hinder the owner, manager, or
pm%rietor for the time being from controlling, using, operating, or
working any pm;’)]erty in any lawful occupation, or shall by such
means hinder such person from hiring or employing laborers or em-
ployees, such offender or offenders shall be guilty of & misdemeanor.

The following extracts are from the Code of Virginia, 1004 :

Sec, 44. A contract for labor for a term of service, not exceedin;
two years, made in a roredfn eountrg with a person who shall immi-
grate to this Btate and d attested by the United Btates consul or
commereial agent at the port where such immigrant shall embark, shall
be respected and enfo to the same extent and the same manner
as if made within the Btate.

8ec. 45. Every contract made as aforesaid shall be in duplicate, the
original In the vernacular language of the immigrant, which shall be
retained by him; the duplicate in the English language, which shall be
recorded in the county or corporation wherein such employer resides
within 10 days after the arrival of said immigrant at such residence
and until so recorded such employer shall not be entitled to the benefit
of the provisions of this chapter applicable to such contracts.

Sgc. 46. Any immigrant who i a party to any such contract shall
have the right to apply to a justice, who shall require Eemmal security
for the payment of wages at the times specified in said contract: or if
not so specified, then monthly; and any immigrant who, without good
and sufficlent cause, shall be dischar%ed from the service of an em-
ployer may recover from him, in addition to the smount due for past
services, ges not execeeding the wages for three months of the
unexpired term of his contract.

Sec. 47. An immigrant bound by any such contract who shall, with-
out good and sufficient cause, leave the service of his employer shall
be liable to said employer for an amount not exceeding the sum which
may or would be due for a period not exceeding three months of the
term of his contract.
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SEc. 48. All the provisions of the four preceding sections shall apply
to contracts made with immigrants after their arrival in the United
States, as well as to contracts made In a foreign country, except that
such contracts made within the United States may be attested by a
justice or other officer authorized by law to attest and affix bis official
geal to such contract,

Virginia is the only State I find whose statutory law. provides
for contract labor of foreigners; and to show how backward
it is in this respect I cite the following sections of the United
States Statutes of 1883, chapter 164:

Sgceriox 1. That from and after the passage of thls act it shall be
unlawful for any person, company, pnrtncrshlf, or corporation, in any
manner whatsoever, to prepay the transportation or in any way assist
or encourage the importation or migration of any alien or aliens, any
forelgner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or the
Distriet of Columbia, under contract or agreement, parole or special
express or implied, made previous to the importation or migration o
such allen or aliens, foreigner or foreigners. to perform labor or serv-
ir:!ecufl :ml,:fl kind in the United States, its Territories, or the District
of Columbia.

Spc. 2. That all contracts or agreements, express or implied, parole
or speclal, which may hereafter be made by and between any person,
company, partnership, or corporation and any foreigner or foreigners,
alien or aliens, to perform labor or service or having reference to the

rformance of labor or service by any person in the United States,
ts Territories, or the District of Columbia previous to the migration

or importation of the person or persons whose labor or service is con-.

tracted for into the United States, shall be utterly void and of no effect,

Sec. 3. That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1
of this act the person, partnership, company, or corporation violating
the same by knowingly assisting, eneouraging, or solleiting the migra-
tion or i(i:‘naportntlon of any alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, into
the United States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia to per-
form labor or service of any kind nnder contract or agreement, express
or implied, parole or special, with such alien or allens, foreigner or
foreigners, previous to becoming residents or citizens of the United
States, shall forfeit and pay for every such offense the sum of $£1,000,
which may be sued for and recovered by the United States or by any
person who shall first bring his action therefor, including any such alien
or foreigner who may be a party to any such contract or agreement, as
debts of like amount are now recovered in the cirenit courts of the
United States, the proceeds to be paid into the Treasury of the United
States, and separate suits may be brought for each alien or foreigner
being a° party to such contract or agreement aforesaid; and it shall be
the duty of the district attorney of the proper district to prosecute
every such suit at the expense of the United States.

You will ohserve that Virginia, in the face of this Federal
statute, maintaing a law that a contract made in a foreign
country with laborers who shall immigrate to that State shall
be respected and enforced. While the statute does not provide
that those who make contracts with foreigners in their own
country for their labor shall pay the passage of those people to
this country it does not prohibit it. Hence it is easy to con-
clude that it is done. The payment of transportation across
the ocean from southeasterns Europe fo a man or woman who
can not raise the money is a great temptation to migrate and
accept very low wages under an firon-bound and hard con-
tract. This law and the practice under it are bad in many
respects. Too many, rather than too few, immigrants are flock-
ing to our shores of their own volition and paying their way.
The flood of immigration is becoming such a menace to this
country, in the judgment of many people, that they are urgently
demanding legislation which will check it to a very large extent.
The importation of contract labor to Virginia reminds one of
the time when Africans were imported to the Old Dominion, and
it is offensive to the American notion of human freedom.

The following extracts are from the Code of Mississippi,
1006 :

Sgc. 1146. If any person shall willfully interfere with, entice away,
knowingly employ, or induce a laborer or renter who has contracted
with another person for a specified time to leave his employer or the
leased premises before the expiration of his contract without the con-
sent of the employer or landlord, he shall, upon conviction, be fined
not less than $25 nor more than $100, and in addition shall be llable
to the employer or landlord for all advances made by him to said renter
or lahorer by virtue of his contract with said renter or laborer, and
for all damages which he may have sustained by reason thereof.

Sgc. 1147. Any laborer, renter, or share cropper who has contracted
with another rermn for a specified time In writing, not exceeding one
year, who shall leave his employer or leased premises before the expira-
tion of his contract, without the consent of the employer or landlord,
and makes a second contract with a second party without giving notice
of the first contract to the second party, shall be guilty of a misde-
meanor, and on conviction shall be fined not exceeding $50.

The following extract is from the Criminal Code of South
Carolina :

SEc. 350. Any person who shall entice or persuade by any means
whatsoever any tenant, servant, or laborer, under contract with another,
duly entered {nto between the parties before one or more witnesses,
whether such contract be verbal or in writing, to violate such contract,
or shall employ any laborer knowing such laborer to be under contract
with another, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con-
viction shall be fined not less than twenty-five nor more than one hun-
dred dollars, or be imprisoned in the county jall not less than 10 nor
more than 20 days.

I further submit a condensed reference to labor laws in those
12 States as u comparison of them with those of other States.

Twenty-eight States of the Union provide by statute that
children under the age of 14 ghall not be employed in mills, fae-

tories, and so forth. Only one of those States is from the above
group of 12, viz, Kentucky. '

Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, North Carolina, and South Caro-
lina fix the age limit at 12 years, while Georgia fixes it at 10,
and Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia have
no laws for the protection of children. )

Thirty-two States and Territories have statutes which provide
that eight hours shall constitute a day's work. They generally
apply to public service. Of those 32 only 3 are from the above
group of 12, viz, Arkansas, North Carolina, and Texas, which
provide, in substance, that men engaged in operating railroad
trains shall not work over eight hours a day. The railroads in
those States are, generally speaking, owned by foreign capital,
and it is an inexpensive matter fo make a record in labor legis-
lation for which foreign capital must pay.

These extracts from and references to the statutes of South-
ern States are placed in the Recorp fo illustrate the political
inconsistency of cerfain gentlemen who never miss an oppor-
tunity of speaking for labor in the Congress and never improve
an opportunity to say a word for it in their home States.

Let us refer back to the anti-injunction bill which was passed
throngh the House a few days ago, and analyze the personnel
of the Committee on the Judiciary that reported it. The mem-
bership of that committea is as follows:

Democrats : HENRY D. CLAYTON, of Alabama ; Ropert L. HENRY,
of Texas; Epwix Y. Wesg, of North Carolina; CHARLES C. CAR-
LN, of Virginia; Witriam W. Rucker, of Missouri; Joun C.
Froyp, of Arkansas; R. X. TaoMmas, Jr., of Kentucky; JAMES M.
GraHAM, of Illinois; H. GArranp Durpre, of Louisiana ; MARTIN
W. LrrreeroN, of New York; Warrer I. McCoy, of New Jersey;
Joun W, Davis, of West Virginia ; and DaNieL J. McGILLICUDDY,
of Maine.

Republicans: JouN A, SteruixNg, of Illinols; REvsex O, Moox,
of Pennsylvania ; Epwix W, HigeIns, of Connecticut ; Paur How-
rAND, of Ohio; Fraxk M. NYE, of Minnesota ; Georce W, NORRIS,
of Nebraska; and Fraxcis H. Dobps, of Michigan.

That is a very powerful and important committee, for it
passes on constitutional questions, and has jurisdiction of most
of the legislation affecting employers and employees and many
bills which are of interest to labor and labor organizations.

You will observe that 14 are Democrats and 7 are Repub-
licans. You will further observe that of the 14 Democrats the
first 7 and the ninth are from Southern States. Those 8 southern
Democrats dominate the 6 Demoerats from other parts of the
country, and the 14 determine the action of the committee on
party questions, because the caucus is king in the Democratic
Party in this House.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr, Hexry], who is the second
member on the Committeee on the Judiciary, as well as chair-
man of the Committee on Rules, brought in a rule for the con-
sideration of the anti-injunction bill which was adopted by
the Democratic majority. That rule denied the right to offer
amendments to the bill, and Members were required to vote
either for it or against it exactly as it was reported. Let us
here reproduce the last paragraph of that bill for the con-
venience of any who may care to compare its provisions with
the foregoing statutes, and let me remark in passing that this
was the paragraph about which was the greatest controversy
and dispute between those who favored the bill and those who
opposed it. It reads as follows:

And no such restraining order or injunction shall prohibit any person
or persons from terminating any relation of employment, or from
ceasing to perform any work or labor, or from recommending, advising.
or, persnading others by peaceful means so to do; or from attending at
or near a house or place where ang person resides or works, or carries
on business, or Im{)pens to be for the purpose of peacefully obtaining or
communicating information, or of peacefully persuading any person to
work or to abstain from working; or from ceasing to patronize or to
employ any party to such dispute; or from recommending, advising,
or persuading others by peaceful means so to do; or from paying or
giving to or withholding from any person engaged in such dispute any
strike benefits or other moneys or things of value; or from peaceably
assembling at any place in a lawful manner and for lawful purposes;
or from doing any act or thing which might lawfully be done In the
absence of such dispute by any party thereto.

The first part of this paragraph provides that no person or
persons shall be restrained from terminating the relation of
employer and employee at any time, or from ceasing to perform
any work or labor, or from recommending, advising, or persuad-
ing others by peaceful means to leave their employment.

I do not wish to be understood as criticizing this provision.
The relation of employer and employee is one of contract in
all enlightened countries and States, and either party who
breaks it is, under the common law, liable in damages to the
other. I doubt if there is a Member here from any State in
the country, save a Southern State, who would think of mak-
ing it a penal offense for an employee to leave the service of
his employer, or that the man who persuades him to leave is
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guilty of a crime. There are only 10 States in the Union which
make it a crime to violate a contract of employment or to in-
duce or persuade an employee to break such a contract and
leave such employment, or to employ a person who has broken
such a contract. Those States are Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
South Carolina, and Tennessee.

These are all Democratic and Southern States, and the dis-
tingnished ehairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, who
introdueed the bill, drafted the report, and managed it through
the House, is from the State of Alabama, which heads this list.
Four other distingunished Democrats on this committee come
from States which make it a ecriminal offense for a man fo
leave his employment and also a criminal offense to entice an
employee from his work.

The second part of this paragraph in this anti-injunction bill
Justifies and legalizes picketing, and in such a way as to open
the door for very dangerous and lawless consequences. How-
ever, I am not discussing the merits of this bill here, but com-
paring the records of the Members who reported, advocated,
and rushed it through the House, in Congress, and in their
home States. There are two States, so far as my examination
has gone, which by statutes make picketing a criminal offense,
and those are Alabama and Colorado, both Democratic,

The last part of this anti-injunction bill expressly recognizes
the boycott and provides for its protection and success. There
are only five States which by statutes make a boyecott a crim-
inal offense. Those are Alabama, Texas, Indiana, Colorado,
and Illinois. Four of these five are Democratic, and again
Alabama heads the list, and appears in the three lists.

Alabama is the only State in the Union which by solemn
statufory enactment condemns as criminal and penalizes as
such the three successive acts which go to make a successful
strike, viz, abandoning employment and inducing or persuad-
ing others to do so, the picket, and boycott.

Mr, Samuel Gompers and several other officers of the Amneri-
can Federation of Labor sat in the gallery all the while the
anti-injonction bill was under consideration in the House. They
were manifestly interested in its passage, because it legalizes
those acts which the Alabama statutes penalize and would ihe
more easily make labor strikes successful. Mr. Gompers is
consistent. He knows what he wanits and knows how to go
after it. But what about Mr. CrLayrox, the chairman of this
great committee? He was born and reared and has always
lived in Alabama. Men are usually influenced by their home
assoclations and environment, and if a thing is really good
they like to have it for themselves and their home people. Is
he consistent, and is he sincere?

Another gentleman was born, reared, educated, and has al-
wiays lived in Alabama, Mr. HreFLix, of the fifth distriet, who
is one of the most vociferous advocates in the House of the
plain people, and whose perfervid declamation in behalf of the
downtrodden workingman, during the debate on the naval ap-
propriation bill, prompted me to make these remarks and place
before the House and the country some of the Iabor laws of his
own State. ;

There are several other able and influential Members of this
body from the State of Alabama, among them a prominent ean-
didate for the Demoeratic presidential nomination. Let them
return to their own States and repeal those outrageous statutes
which are relics of industrial slavery and peonage. Let them
get in step with the march of progress in other parts of the
counfry, Let them, by their acts, give evidence of their good
faith and sincerity as friepds of the plain people and of labor,
and they will be listened to on that subject with attention and
respect.

The 10 States above mentioned whose statutes make it a
criminal offense, punishable as such, for a servant to leave his
master, or for a man fo entice a servant away from his master,
or for a man to harbor an employee who has left his employer,
have 83 Members in this House, 79 of whom are Democrats and
4 Republicans. This statement tells its own story on the ques-
tion of labor legislation,

Texas has 16 Represenfatives—all Democrats. Virginia has
10 Representatives—9 Democrats and 1 Republican. Those 12
States, some of whose statutory laws are herein cited, are
represented on this floor by 111 Members—106 Democrats and 5
Republicans. The representation from those States was in
several previous Congresses the same in number and practically
the same as to party affiliation. Those 12 States compose what
is known as the ‘“solid South,” and no matter what political
storms may have swept over ofher parts of the country they
have remained true to the Democratic Party. From the Fifty-
fourth to the Sixty-first Congress, inclusive, those Democratic
Representatives constituted the bulk of their party in the House.

Throughout other parts of the country Democrats, and Republi-
eans too, are swept in and out according as the political gales
are favorable or otherwise. Not so in those 12 States, for they
have practically only one party. Their Representatives have
been solidly Democratie, and by reason of their long and con-
tinuous service, their large experience, ability, and ranking posi-
tions on most all the great committees they organized the Demo-
cratic majority in the present Congress and completely dominate
it. They are the men who formulate and report bills on in-
dustrial questions. They are the men who talk buncombe in
the House on labor matters, and neglect the working people in
their own States. They are the men who advocate laws for the
Nation which they do not expect to pass, and if they should pass
they know such laws will not affect their home conditions to
any appreciable extent. Therefore when they talk loudly and
eloquently for labor I question their consistency, and in some
cases I question their sincerity.

Mr. CANNON rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman
from Illinois. The Chair understands that the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Micaaer E. DriscorL] was speaking out of the
time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaANNoN].

Mr. CANNON. Obh, no; I think not. I think I had unani-
mous consent granted that I might proceed.for 10 minutes. I
ask unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes to close the
debate.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no cbjection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have again reported
the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. FosTer] as an
amendment to the substitute that I offered.

Mr. FOSTER. It is not a substitute.

ﬂerédCANNON' It is an amendment to the substitute that I
offered.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes; and I want to state this: That inad-
vertently I inserted the word “not” in the amendment I
offered, whereas it should not be there, and I will ask that the
Clerk report it correetly.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the amendment to the substitute.

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows:

Add at the end of the substitute the following: “And that does pay
the union scale of wages."

Mr., CANNON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from TIllinois
[Mr. Bucraxax] repudiated the amendment offered to the sub-
stitute by my colleague, Dr. FosTtEr, saying that he was in
favor of it in principle and believed in it, but that he believed
it was not constitutional, and therefore he was not in favor of
it. He went further and said that organized labor never had
demanded such a provision. I think the gentleman is correct.
For many years I have kept general run of the action of organ-
ized labor in its platforms. My friend from Illinois, Dr.
Foster, however, favors class legislation, because he wants
to regulate the labor which produces coal that the Government
buys by providing that it shall be paid at union scale. 'That is
class legislation. If you ean say that it shall be paid at the
union scale, you can say that it shall be produced by the union
man. Did my good friend think thaf, osirich like, he could hide
his head in the sand and thereby conceal his body?

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON, Certainly.

Mr, ALEXANDER. If it be true that it would be uncon-
stitutional to provide that coal should be mined by union labor,
is it not equally unconstitutional to say that the mine owner
shall pay the union wages?

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. That is my point. One is as un-
constitutional as the other, and I believe that neither side of
this House will write that legislation upon the statute books.
Now, I am 76 years old, Mr. Chairman. I have been almost
38 years a Member of this House. I came info Congress on the
4th of March, 1873. How marvelously this country has grown.
I came from a then purely agricultural distrief, a young man,
a rough ashler and possibly a rough ashler yet, and without
the privilege of having even a good common school training. I
had Jots of things to learn; but, thank God, I did know touching
the constitutional privileges of every citizen of the great Re-
public. I could wrestle very vigorously on. a couniry cirenit
on qunestions of fact, although I did not know much law, and I
guess I have not improved greatly in that respect. [Applause.]

But I know that all law in a civilized nation that does nof,
like the grace of God, cover every individual, without fear,
favor, affection, or discrimination, is no law under the Con-
stitution. Now, some gentleman was kind enough fo say, my
honored colleague, I belleve—no; the gentleman from Alabama
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[Mr. HerFrin], with burly-headed statesmanship and patriot-
ism, with lungs like a bellows and a voice like the bull of
Bashan, from time to time throws all questions into the tariff
and then jumps on the tariff when he is pressed. [Laughter
and applause.]

Mr. HEFLIN, Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CANNON. I have not much time, but I will yield just
for a question.

Mr. HEFLIN. The gentleman says I jump on the tariff.
The difference between the gentleman and myself is that he
never jumps on the tariff.

Mr. CANNON. I only yielded for a question, as I only have
a few moments. The gentleman says I have not been converted,
and that therefore I am an enemy of organized labor; that for
eight years, while I was Speaker, labor went hungry in its
demand and its recognition in a Republican Congress. Thank
God, I am like the old woman, when somebody said that there
were infants in hell not a span long; she did not argue it; she
said, “ Thank God, that is a lie,” [Laughter and applause.]

Take the record that was made in the eight years I was
Speaker, with Theodore Roosevelt as DPresident for six and
President Taft for two years. There was more good legislation
enacted by Republican Congresses in that period touching labor
conditions than was enacted in all the years before or since the
organization of the Government. [Applause.] There were de-
mands made to which I did not subscribe as Speaker, and as
a Member I do not now. One of them, and perhaps the prin-
cipal one, demanded by Samuel Gompers and some of the
other leaders, was that there should be legislation enacted
providing that the right to do business at a particular place or
any place is not a preperty right.

I said and the law says it is a property right, and I did not
respond to the demand. That was the principal cause, in my
judgment, that made Mr. Gompers come to my district and enter
upon a eampaign for my defeat. He had a right to come, and
I am not abusing him. Oh, I never yet have seen the time
when any American citizen is charged with the commission of a
crime, as principal or accessory, that T have hotfootedly jumped
on and denounced him. An American citizen, whether he be
MeNamara or any other labor leader or any man who is not a
labor leader, whatever the crime may be that he may be charged
with, is entitled to his day in court and a trial by a jury, and
no man has heard me, when the denunciations came against
Mr. Gompers after he had pronounced—before the case was
tried—for the innocence of the Mc¢Namarasg, no one has ever
heard me say he is an old fraud and responsible for the crimes
committed by the MecNamaras on their own confession. Nay,
nay. The presumption of innocence runs to him, and that inno-
cence has to be removed beyond all reasonable doubt under the
law before I will denounce him on that account. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee for the
courtesy of allowing me 10 minutes. The Chair did not count
the time of the gentleman from New York in the time I have
had?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not. All time has ex-

pired——
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I will say that the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr. Papgerr], chairman of the committee, in
asking unanimous consent to close debate in 15 minutes, pro-
vided that my colleague Mr. CaAxxoN should have 10 minutes
of that time, and that I should have 5 minutes to close the de-
bate.

Mr. CANNON. Let that be as it may, I did not so under-
gtand it, but I ask unanimous consent that my colleague may
have five minutes to close debate. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that his colleagne Mr. Foster have five minutes.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, my colleague from Illinois
[Mr. Oaxxox], the distinguished ex-Speaker of this House,
placed a proviso upon an amendment offered a little while ago
that no coal should be bought by the Government from any
operator, mine owner, or company——

Mr. CANNON. TUnless produced by 8-hour labor. That ap-
plied to Australia, British Columbia, and the United States,
and

Mr. FOSTER. I am certain it applies to Australia and all
the world, and I am glad it does. I want to compliment the
gentleman from Illinois not only for indorsing the S-hour bill
in the United States, but indorsing the S-hour bill for the
world.

Now, Mr, Chairman, I am not a constitutional lawyer, but it
oceurs to me that if we have the right to limit the purchase of
coal from mines that must install the S-hour day, we must say
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to those mine owners, “ You must maintain a union scale of
wages,” And I for one am ready now to go on record for an
honest wage for an honest American workman. I was in this
Hh%:;se while the former Speaker [Mr. CanNon] occupied the
chair,

But for a long time there was a demand for an eight-hour bill
to be passed by Congress; there was a demand by the labor in-
terests of this country that there should be an anti-injunction
bill; there was a demand that there should be passed through
this Congress the right of trial by jury in cases of contempt. So
we say to-day that we are going to fulfill the pledges of the
Democratic Party and stand for the rights of labor in this coun-
try, that have so long been neglected in these respects.

I believe that every Member of this House ought to vote for a
provision which proposes to pay decent wages to the American
workmen. We have heard for years that we must levy a high
protective tariff and that the laboring man must get a part of
that protection. Now, when you have an opportunity to say that
this money that we appropriate for the buying of coal shall not
be paid to mine owners unless they do pay their men a decent
wage, are you going to vote against it? I do not believe that
the membership upon that side of the House or the membership
upon this side of the House will vote against an amendment of
this kind, because we stand for fair wages for American work-
men. [Applause.] :

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
for just one minute,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PApc-
eETT] asks unanimous consent to proceed for one minute, Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. PADGETT. 1 just simply want to call attention to the
fact that, as I sald in the beginning, this whole amendment is
wrong in its purpose. While there is no justification for the
amendment at all, we have had a long debate, and we have
had various amendments to the amendment, and it comes now
to the amendment as originally offered, and it should be voted
down as a-whole in the interests of the Government.

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that I may proceed for three minutes. 3

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WiLsox] asks unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes,
Is there objection?

There was no objection. b

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am entirely
in accord with the purpose of the gentleman from Illineois in
his amendment. I know his desire to promote the interests of
the men who work in the mines and that he would like to see
union wages paid in all coal fields as they are in the State of
Illinois; but, in my judgment, this amendment will not accom-
plish the purpose he has in mind. He proposes that none of
this money shall be expended for the purchase of coal, except
where union wages are paid. When the gentleman speaks of
union wages, what union has he reference to? Is it a bona
fide union, like the United Mine Workers, or some pseudounion
which any coal operator may organize to suit his own purpose
of establishing a union scale of wages far lower than the real
union seale? There are many coal fields in the United States
where there is no union and where no union wages have been
established ; and there, on various occasions, unions have been
organized that were not bona fide unions, but organized for the
specific purpose of preventing a real union of workingmen from
getting a foothold, and there would be nothing to prevent any
employer of labor in any coal field that is nonunion from organ-
izing a union of workmen for the purpose of establishing a
false union wage far lower than the real union wage and
thereby bringing into existence a dual labor organization that
would be injurious to the workmen in the long run by creating
and using a union controlled by the coal operators to keep out a
union controlled by the workingmen themselves.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? I know the gentle-
man’s interest in union labor, and I would like to ask him if he
would have this Government recognize any union officially?

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I do not believe that it would
be good policy, although I do not believe it is unconstitutional
to do so. But when you make the statement that they are to
pay union wages, you do not specify what those wages are; you
do not specify what union is to make those wages, and not speci-
fying the union, the employers can organize a union themselves
and contract with the union they have created, and when they
contract with it the wages become union wages, no matter what
they are or how far below the standard of the bona fide union
those wages may be- It would place the miners in a position
where they would have a dual organization that would hardly
fail to come into conflict with the regular organization, and the
coal operators would not hesitate to take advaniage of the

[
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animosities thus created to force reductions of wages upon their
workmen, The amendment offered by the gentleman from
Illineis [Mr. FosTer]| presents in a new form the idea of a mini-
mum wage scale for all persons employed in the production of
mnterial for the nse of the Government. It has been prepared
and presented in the heat of debate and consequently does not
reaclh the end sought to be attained, but sooner or later the idea
will be perfected and enacted into law. In its present form I
sghall oppose it because I am sure it will not accomplish the
purpoge wmy friend from Illinois [Mr. Foster] had in mind
when he presented the amendment to the House.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offeréd by the gentleman from Illineis [Mr. CAxNoN] to
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
ProvTy .

Mr. CANNON. No; my substitnte was an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair will state that the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was
adopted, and at that time the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
FosTer] offered a further amendment.

Mr. CANNON. Then the vote is on the amendment offered by
my collengue, Dr. FostER?

The CHATRMAN. Yes.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask to have the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER]
read?

The CHAIRMAN. Without objeetion, the Clerk will again
report the nmendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. FosTer].

The Clerk read as follows:

Add at the end of the substitute the following words: “And that
does pay the union scale of wages.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
moent offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, ‘FosTER].

Mr. BUCHANAN rose.

The CHAIRAMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr, BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I understood that my col-
league from 1llincis [Mr. Foster] withdrew that amendment.

AMr. RAKER. No.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTer].

The guestion was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the *noes" seemed Lo have it.

Mr. FOSTER, A division, Mr. Chairman,

The ecommittee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 58.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FOWLER, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment as a sabstitute. That follows the amendmenf that was
offered by my collengue, ex-Speaker CAXNON.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fowrer].

The Clerk read as follows:

Add, at the end of the amendment, the following words: “ who are
not pald less than the nnlon seale of wages.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FowrLer].

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the substi-
tute offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, Prouty |,

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that
the “noes" seemed to have it.

Mr. PROUTY. A division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 18.

8o the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the
substitute as amended.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent——

Alr, BABATH. WIill the Chair please have the substitute re-
ported again? The Members do not know what It is,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Huam-
PHREY], a8 amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

Dut In porchasing such articles the preference shall be given to those
produced the United Btates which ean be procured at the same price
and quality : Provided, That the eoal shall mined by labor that is
employed at not exceeding efght hours per day.

The CHHAIRMAN, The question iz on agreeing to the substi-
tute ns amended.

The guestlon was taken, and the substitute as amended was
agreed to.

The CITATRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Miittary stores, Marine Corps: Pay of chlef armorer, at $4 per
dleni; 1 mechanle, at $3 per diem; 2 mechanics, at $2.00 each per
diem; 1 chief clectrician, at $4 per diem, and 1 assistant clectrician,

at $3.50 per diem; per diem of enlisted men employed on constant
labor for periods of not less than 10 days; purchase of military equip-
ments, such as rifles, revolvers, cartridge Loxes, bayonet scabbards,
haversacks, blanket bags, ennteens, rifle slings, swords, drums, trumpets,
flags, wiist belts, walst plates, cartridge belts, spare parts for repalr-
ing rifles, machétes, purchase and repair of tents, fleld cots, fleld ovens,
and stoves for tents; purchase and repalr of Instruments for bands,
purchase of musle and musleal accessories; purchase and marking of
prizes for excellence in gunnery and rifle practice: good-conduct badges ;
medals awurded to officers and enlisted men by the Government for
consplcuous, gallant, and special service ; Ineidental cxpenses of schools
of application; construction, equipment, and maintenance of school.
lihrary, and amusement rooms and gymnasioms for enlisted men, and
the purchase and repair of all articles of ficld sports for enlisted men :
purchase and repair of signal equipment and stores; establishment and
malintenance of targets and ranges, and renting ranges, and enirance
fees In competitionsa; procuring, preserving, and handling ammunltion
and other necessary milltary supplica; in all, $307,737.

‘u&- FOCHT. Mpr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from DPennsylvania [Mr.
Focur] is recognized.

Mr. GREGG of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FF'OCHT. Mr. Chairman, I have been listening dally,
sometimes once and sometimes twice and as offen as three
times daily, to the effusions of my friend from Alabama [Mr.
Herrix]. Sometimes they were poetic; never prosy.

e comes from the ambitions State of Alabama, where they
aspire to the Presidency. [Applause on the Demoecratic side,]
But I am afraid that the only shining light reflected from that
State at the moment {8 Mr. UxpeErwoon's personality, but if
we get nothing more than we just received from the gentleman
from Alabama, notwithstanding the courage and abillty and
popularity of the Demoeratie leader, Mr, Uxpegwoop, his case
is a hopeless ong,

Now, my friend from Alabama, Mr. HerriN, has undertaken,
I think, to do something that does not become him, and in view
of the record of his own Sfate is indefensible. I want, Mr.
Chairman, to read a few lines from a letter written by a
friend of mine who resides near his home, and I think possibly
in his district. He has something to say about labor condi-
tions there.

This is what he says:

Shortly after I arrived at this camp—

Oue of these conviet camps of Alabama—

the convict warden came up to me one day and said that If I wished
he would show me something, fs he ter it, *You damn Yankees
are not used to seelng” 1 followed him to the stockade, whers he
ordered four trusties to hring out a colored conviet who had com-
mitted a trivial offense. He then ordered this man to take off all his
elothes (he was as fine a speciman of muscle and strength as I have
éver seen), then told him to lie on the ground flat on hils stomach, nnd
placed the four trustles, one on each arm and leg in order that the man
could not turn over., The warden then produced n strap about 4 feet
long, one-half ineh thick, and abont 2 Inches wide; thls was en a
round wooden handle; he then started to punish this mun by glving
him 25 lashes, When he had flnlzshed the man was bleeding from a
dozen or more places on his back. He could hardly stand, Later on
1 saw this same warden start to laosh a white conviet who was so sick
and weak that he looked more llke a corpse than anything else. That
was too much for me. 1 left, but later heard that this victim had
falnted and they had to ecarry him to his pen. These were common
oceurrences at that time In Georgla and Alabama.

1 was asked on several ocenslons while In those seetions to hel
support and join the Boelety for the IPreventlon of Cruelty to Ani-
mals, I offended quite a few persons by making fun of their soclety
and referring to the manner in which they treated convicts.

1 have partlealarly noticed that the wardens and conviet guards of
Georgin and Alabama are looked upon as being lower than the convicts
themselves by the better elass of people, and are s&irung from what the
southerner calls * poor white trash ond sagers.” conslder that these
men, if you wish to call them that, are the lowest type of manhood In
the white race,

While I was in the two States mentioned, from 1005 to 1909, the
following eompanles were working coovict labor to my koowledge.
The ones I mention I h&?‘pcn to know on account of belng in the wicin-
ity where they were worked:

Durham Coal & Coke Co., Chattanooza, Tenn,; conviet camp, Durham
Mines, Pltisburg, Ga. ‘l'ennessee Coal, Iron & Rallway Co., Dlrming-
ham, Ala.; convict camp, Flat Top Mines, Ensley, Pratt City, and
other mines In Alabama. I'ratt Consolidated Coal Co,;, Birmingham,
Ala.; Banner Mines, convict cnmp, Littleton, Ala. Blosgs-Bhefield Steel
& Iron (o, Birmingbam, Ala.; eonvict camp, Flat Top Mines and
others. Iepublic Iron & Steel Co., Dirmingham, Ala. Dimmick Pipe
Works, Dirmingham, Ala,

All the above eamps In Alabama are within a radius of 80 mlles of
Birmingham,

If you wish to Investigate you will find that most of these com-
panies prefer to work convict labor, If they can not get it fhey have
men out all over the country looking for any kind of forelgm laber.
They will give anyone work In ¥rofnrr_uce to Americnns, and the Ameri-
cans they do work they hold to the lowest possible wages, and will
keep other companies from glving them better sitlons and higher
wages, as the Inclosed letters from the Tennessee Coal, Iron & Railway
Co. will prove.

If what I have wrltten you Is not what yon want, kindly let me
know Jjust what youn want, and 1 can give you more detalls.

Yours, very truly,
Bex T. I'HiLLIPS.
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Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr., FOOHT. Mr., Chalrman, in sobsiantiation of whnt I
have read, In response to what the gentleman frem Alnbama
[Mr. Herrix] hasg eald In his nssaults on the North, and Iabor
condditions there, and to the shnme of the State of Alabnina,
I wint to show you the evidence of the Inhumanity, brutality,
and eruelty of his State, greater than that of the cnmps of
RBiberin and Russin, I lold in my hand a photograph of a
conviet enmp in Alabama, which any geutleman can see. [Ap-
plnuse.]

Mr. GREGG of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment, which I send to thie Clerk’s desk.

Myr. HEFLIN. T ask the gentleman to withdraw his amend-
ment untll T can address the House for five minutes,

Mr. GREG@G of Texas. It is one of n serles of amendments
which have Leen offered fo all these propositions, and 1 wwant to
offer it now, sp that It mny be pending; and T will ask nnani-
mons consent that it he passed over under the agreement made
with the gentleman from Tennessce and the gentleman from
Illinols on Satorday.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

After the word * dollars,” in line 6, page 50, Insert the following:

“I'ropided, That no part of this appropriation slall be expended for
the purchase or manufacture of such rifies, revolvers, eartridge boxes,
bayonets, scabbards, and haversacks ng have been or are belng munu-
factured In a- Government establishment from or by any pergon, tirm,
or corporatién which has not at the time of commencement and during
the prosecution of the work on the articles named herein establisbhed an
elght-hour worl—;a‘ln]\' for all employees, laborers, nnd mechanics engaged
or to be engaged in the work on the articles named herein.”

Mr. GREGG of Texas. Mr., Chalrman, I understand that the
gentleman from Tennessee, the chalrman of the committee, is
going to introduce an amendment to the S-hour bill passed by
the House, and until that is disposed of I ask to have this
amendment passed nnd be considered as pending.

Mr. CANNON. One moment, Mr. Chairman. When the amend-
ment s offered, then I will glve my consent or make my ob-
jection.

My, PADGETT. The smendment is offered now.

Mr. GREGG of Texas. It is offered now, and I ask that it
be passed, as have the other amendments, and be consldered as
pending.

Mr. CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, one swallow does not
make a summer. Where does the gentleman's amendment
come in?

Alr. PADGETT. At the end of line 6, page 9. There are
two other similar amendments identical in language that have
been passed.

AMr. CANNON. 1 hnve no objection, Mr. Chalrman; I thonght
it was to the paragraph to which the gentleman from Iowa
offered the nmendment n short time ago and swhich was
agreed on.

The CHAITRMAN. It is to a different paragraph.

AMr. CANNON. 1 shall not interpose any objection.

The CHAITRMAN., Without objection, the amendment will be
passed and be considered as pending.

AMr. HEFLIN and Mr. BARTLETT rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgin is recognized.

Mr. HEFLIN. Afr, Chairman, I understood that T was to be
recognized,

The CHATRMAN. The Chair was not aware that the gentle-
man from Alabama was seeking the floor, e was aware that
he was sceking time on this side. The Chair has recognized the
gentlemnn from Georgla.

Mr, BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I have no duty to per-
form in making a reply to the gentleman from Penunsylvanin
[Mr. Focrr] for anything he has sald in reference to Alabama.
I have no knowledge on the subject of the conditions in Ala-
bama: nor does it develve upon me to make any defense for
her or to reply to what hins Lieen said by him with reference
to that Stnte. Alabama ean take care of herself ably and well ;
but I want to say, with reference fo the statement in the letter
which the gentleman has read as to conditlons in the State of
Georgia, that if the man who wrote that leiter referred to any
conditions in Georgla as now existing or claims that they have
existed since 1907, he has written what is not true.

Mr. Chairman, we did suffer in Georgia for years with an
infamous convict system, under which convicts were hired out
to private parties, but it was first fastened upon us by a Ile-
publican governor and a Republican legisiature in 1870.
[Applanse on the Democratic side.] As a member of the Geor-
gln Leglslature in 1882 and 1884 I endeavored to correct It and
cast my influence and my vote in favor of abolighing the system
and endeavored to have the system abolished. Finally, when
the contracts that had been made for 20 years under a Repub-

Hean governor had expired, when Georgin wns able to get
coutrol of her own affairs by the aid and inflnence of her
Democratic governor, whoe Insisted that the system of lilring out
the conviets be abolished, thank God we did nbolish it, and hiring
out couviets in Georgin has ceaged and never will agnin be
permitted. [Applause,]

We have at present as hmmnne a system a8 any State in this
Union. We tax our people burdeasomely In order to provide
for n humane nnd proper systent, and there is no convict camp
In Georgia to-day centrolled by private parties; nor are the
convicts worked in competition with free labor as was once
thie case. I merely rose to say that the statement in the letter
read by the gentleman from Peunsylvania, in so far as it refors
to the State which I hnve the honor to represent, in my opinion,
Is a falsehood and a slander.  [Applause.]

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 minutes.

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. My, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman be allowed to proceed for 10 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, T
want to ask the chalrman of the committee how long we are
going to continue this evening, and how long we are going to
contlune this kind of polities?

Mr. PADGETT. I want to cepedite the consideration of the
bill and reach at least the increase of the Navy to-night. We
ought to reach it by 0 o'clock.

Mr. GOOD. I think we ought fo cease this kind of debate.

Mr, PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that general debate on
this paragraph and smendments thereto close at the end -of 10
minntes.

Mr. HOWARD. I wish the gentleman wounld make it 15
minutes,

Mr. PADGETT. I will make it 15 minntes.

My, GOOD, Mpr. Chairman, I move a8 an amendment that all
debate be limited to the items in the bill

Mr. PADGETT. That is the rule anyway, If a Member in-
siszts on It

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the gentleman
from Tennessee will not make any such motion as that.

Mr. GOOI). I shall object to any remarks not confined to the
item now under disenssion.

Mr., HEFLIN. Does the gentleman from Iowa wish to deny
me the opportunity to reply to the assault made npon my Btate
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman from Alabama has already in-
vited all the attacks that he has received.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennesses moves
that all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments
thereto be closed in 15 minutes

The motion was agreed fo.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chalrman, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vanin [Mr. Focrur] has read what appears up to this thue to be
an anonfmouns letter which reflects upon the State that I have
the honor in part to represent. The name of the gentleman
wlio wrote that letter has not been given to this House.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
the gentlemian Is not in order, He is not =peaking to the para-
graph under consideration.

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. DBut he pgot unanimous consent to
proceed.

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I obtained unanimons consent
to procead for 10 minutes. I requested unanimous consent

The CHAIRMAN. The Chalr wonld state that under the
five-minute rule if the point of order be lusisted upon fhe
speaker is obliged to confine himself to thie subject matter of
the paragraph.

Mr. HEFLIN. DBut I had 10 minutes. The gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. Irrrierace] did ask unanlmous consent
that T might proceed for 10 minutes in reply to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania, and there was no objection, as I under-
stood it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee intervened
with a motion to limit debate. The Chair did not submit the
request of the gentleman from West Virgiuia, but will do so
now.

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr., Chairman, I ask nnanimous consent
that the gentleman from Alabama be permitied to procced for
10 minutes in reply to the attack made ou his State by the gen-
tleman from Pennsgylvania [Mr. Focar].

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from West Virginia asks
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Alabama be allowed
to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. GOOD, Mr. Chairman, I object.
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Mr, HOWARD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentle-
mnn from Alabama have 10 minufes.

The CHATRMAN, The motion is not in order at this time.
The gentleman from Alabamna has the floor.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman
from Tennessee rise?

Mr. AUSTIN, Mr. Chairman, T rise for the purpose of appeal-
ing to my colleague from Towa to withdraw his objection. This
attack upon the State of Alabamn came from the Republican
side, and I ask in all justice and fair play as a Republican that
the gentleman from Alabama have the opportuonity to be heard
in answer. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama hus the
floor.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, the point was not made against
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, when he read his letter, from
this side, and it Is unfair for this side to object to the gentle-
man from Alabama having an opportunity to reply to it.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, in order that 1 may put this
matter properly before the country and in the Recomp, I ansk
unanimous eonsgent, in view of the attack that has been made
upon iy State by the reading of the letter which purports to
be from somebody——

AMr. GOOD. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order that
the gentleman is out of order.

My, HEFLIN, Mr, Chairman, thie letter does not speak the
truth [applause], and I ask unanimous consent that I may have
10 minutes in which to reply.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama submits a
request for upmanimous consent that he be permitted, out of
order, to address the committee for 10 minutes. Is there objee-
tion?

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, T
want to say to the gentleman that I have no objection to his
making any explanation that he desires to make: but he knows,
and every Member of this House knows, that this is no place
for this kind of discussion, and therefore, Mr. Chairman, I
ohject.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman does that,
I will ask him swhy be did not mmke an objection wlen my
Stute was slandered by a gentleman from his side. Why did he
not make that ebjection then, when a Member on the Republican
side was knowingly and intentionally slandering Alabama? Do
you want to be unfair; do you want to slander a sovercign
State in this fashion; do you want to speak a dellberate false-
hood through a Member of that side and then deny me under
the roles a chance to reply? [Applause.]

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order.

AMr. HEFLIN, Mr. Chairman, was there an objection to my
request?

The CHAIRMAN., The request was objected to, and the time
of the genflemnn from Alabama has now expired.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, is it permissible to raise a
question of personal privilege in the Committee of the Whole?

Air. FOCHT. Mr. Chairman, I want to eay that, notwith-
standing the gentleman has already made one speech upon the
subject, to which I replied, I hope the House will permit him
to go ahead and say what lie has to say. I may ask the House
later fo permit me to reply.

Mr, GOOD. Mr. Chalrman, I demand the regular order.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, T desire to ask this question
for information. Is If permissible in the Committee of the
Whole to raise the question of personal privilege?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair Is under the impression that
where n question of personal privilege properly rises under
the proceedings, it may be brought to the attentlon of the com-
mittee.

Mr. HEFLIN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of
personal privilege.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HEFLIN. The attack made by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Focrr] upon the district and upon the
State that I bhave the honor to represent referred to me per-
gonally and constitutes a reflection upon the people that I rep-
resent, and I desire to state my question of personal privilege
and to reply to that unwarranted attack and slander.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, what is it the gentleman from
Alabama is making a speech about? I want to know what the
regular order is.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not hear the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. PAYNE. T am trying to find out what the regular order
1s, and I find the gentleman from Alabama is making a speech.
I can mot hear what——

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama arcse to a
question of personnl privilege and-is now stating it

Mr. PAYNE., Mr. Chairman, T do not understand the gen-
tleman can do that in the Committee of the Whole TTouse on the
state of the Union, and I make a point of order against if,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the further point of order
that the grounds stated by the gentleman do not present a ques-
tion of personal privilege.

The CHAIRMAN. The rule in regard to questions of priv-
ilege is:

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the
House collectively, Its safety, dignity, and the integrity of Its pro-
ceedings ; second, the rights, reputation, and condnct of Members, in-
dividually, in thelr representative capacity only.

If it does not affect a Member in his representative capacity,
the question of privilege would not arise.

Mr. HEFLIN. The gentleman from Pennsylvanin lhas re-
flected upon my people and has referred to me or to my dis-
trict in connection with the convict system in the State, and
in order that the truth may now go in the Recorp, I desire to
reply now.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chalr, ruling on the point of order,
wonld say the Chalr does not think the gentleman makes out a
ease of personal privilege under the state of affairs so far.

Mr, LLOYD. My, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent, in
order that this matter may be adjusted now, that the gentle-
man from Alabama may have 10 minutes to address the com-
mittee, and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Focnr]
may have 5 minutes to follow him.

The OHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missourl asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Alabama may have 10
minutes in which to address the committee and the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr, Focat] may have 5 minutes. Is there
objection?

Mr. GOOD. Mr, Chairman, I object.

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is heard, and the Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Total Marine Corps, exclusive of public works, $7,425,578.78.

Mr., PADGETT. Mr. Chalrman, we have now reached the in-
crease of the Navy, I think.

Mr. CHAIRMAN., We have.

Mr. PADGETT, Mr. Chairman, I moyve that the committee
do now rise, 0

The motion was agresd to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
smmned the Chair, Mr, Hore, Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R, 24565, the
maval aporopriation bill, and lhiad directed lim to report that it
had come to no resolution thereon.

PORTO R1CO (8. OO, WO, 720).

The SPEAKER. ‘Ihe Chair lays before the House the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States.

The Clerk read as follows:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

As required by section 19 of the act of Congress, approved
April 12, 1000, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues
and a eivil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,”
I transmit herewith a copy of the Journal of the Executive
Conneil of Porto Rico for the second sesslon and the extraor-
dinary session of the Sixth Legislative Assembly, 1012,

War. H. Tarr.

Tre Wnorre Hovse, May 27, 1912,

The SPEAKER. Ordered to be printed and referred to the
Committee on Insular Affairs

LEAVE OF ARSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:

To Mr. J. M. €, Syrra, for one week, on account of important
business.

To Mr. Henwm, for 80 days, on account of important business,

To Mr. Grece of Pennsylvania, for five days, on account of
important business.

To Mr. Boeaxg, for three days, on account of important
business,

ENROLLED BILLS AKD JOINT RESOLUTION SBIGNED.

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills
and joint resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker
signed the same:

H. R, 14083. An aet to creafe a new division of the southern
judicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at
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Corpus Christl, Tex.,
other purposes;

H. R.17026. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to con-
vert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade
post ; and

H. J. Res. 142, Joint resolution to authorize and direet the Great
Northern Rnilway Co. and the Spokane & British Columbia
tillway Co., In the matter of their conflicting claims or rights
of way across the Colville Indian Reservation, In the State of
Washington, in the San Poll River Valley, to readjust their
respective locations of rights of way at points of conflict in
such manner as to allow encli company an equal right of way
through said valley, and In ease of their failure so to do to
authorize and direet tlie Secretury of the Interior to readjust
gald vights of way.

and for a clerk for said court, and for

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn,

The motlon was ngreed to; accordingly (at © o'clock and 44
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Tues-

day, May 28, 1912, at 11 o'clock a. m.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND

RESOLUTIONS.

TUnder clavse 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on the Publiec Lands,
to which was referred the bill (H. 1. 24689) authorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to make n survey and estimate of the
cost of increasing the storm-drainage system, as well as the
sanitary-sewer system, of the city of Hot Springs, abutting the
Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 763), which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee ot the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, REBOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Itule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 24883) to amend an act
entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon TUnited States
commissioners over offenses committed on a portion of the
permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, Ark.,” approved
April 20, 1004 ; to the Committee on the I'ublic Lands.

3y Mr. RAKER : A bill (H. It. 24884) to purchase and provide
grounds, erect bulldings, and furnish the saome for the Green-
ville Indian Behool, at Greenville, Cal., and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 24885) to equip, build, ecomplete, and fur-
nish water, eleetrie light, and sewerage systems for the Fort
Bidwell Indian School, on the Government reservation at Fort
Bidwell, Cal., and for other purposges; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 24886) providing for second homestead
and desert-lund entries, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. LAMDB: A bill (H. R. 24887) authorizing and direct-
ing the Becretary of War to make certiin provisions for the
care of the partlelpants in the celebration of the fiftieth an-
niversary of the Battle of Gettysburg, Pa,, on the 1st, 2d, 3d,
and 4th days of July, 1913, and making appropriation of a sum
sufliclent to carry out the provisions of this bill; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

By Mr. KATN: A bill (H. R. 24888) for the 1:1olechou of
cerinin societies, fraternal orders, or associations In the use of
the mails; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 24889) to require that the print-
ing of records, which is done under the supervision of the clerks
of the United States courts, shall be let annually upon com-
petitive bids; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. PALMER (by request): A Dbill (H. TR 24500) for-
bidding the use of the mails to fraternal organizations adopting
names already employed by such organizations duly organized;
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 24801) to establish
public highways or roads along all section lines in the Sencen,
Wyandotte, Ottawa, Eastern Shawnce, Peorin, West Miami, and
Quapaw Tribe of Indinns in the Quapaw Agency, in eastern
Oklahoma, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs,

By Mr. NEELEY : A bill (H. IR. 24802) authorizing the See-
retary of the Interior to set aside ceriain lands to be used as a
sanitarium by the Order of Owls; to Lhe Commlittec on the
Public Lands.

Alsgo, 0 bill (H, IR, 24808) to prohibit the use of titles already
used by fraternal orders; to the Committee on the Judielary.

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: Resolution (F. Res. 553) nu-
thorizing the payment of a cerinin snm of money to Mabel
Adler; to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. RODDENBERY : Concurrent resoluiion (H. Con. Iles,
53) to print 10,000 coples of Senate Document No. 219, Pifty-
sixth Congress, second session; to the Commiftee on Printing.

By Mr. DONOHOL : Joint resolution (T, J. Res 321) relative
to obgervance of Memorial Day; to the Commitiee on Puablie
Bulldings and Grounds.

Iy Mr. CLARK of Missouri (by r(-q:wqt) Memorial of the
Lwl«l.z;uru of the State of Avizona, fuvoring 8. 3367, providing
wore liberal conditions under which land may be acquired by
homesteaders; to the Commitiee on the Public Lands.

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Arizona, favoring legisiation autlorizing the State of Ari-
zona to make land selections in lleu of selections already made
and disposed of as mineral lands, etc.; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Arizona, praying Congress to call upon the Attorney General
of the United States for contracts, correspondence, and papers
relating to grants to the Paclfie Gas & Electrie Co.; to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills aud resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAIR: A bil (H. R, 24804) granting
of pension to Daniel Murphy;
Poensions,

By Mr. BOOAER: A bill (IT. R. 24805) granting a pension
to Ellzabeth J. Legg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COX of Indiana: A Dill (H. R. 24896) granting an
increase of pension to Zachariah T, Funk; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R.
tary record of Richard Hogan; to
Affairs,

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (IL R. 24808) grant-
ing n pension to John Callahan; to the Committee on Invalid
Penslons,

By Mr. MICHAEL &E DR[‘!(‘OLL A bill (I1. R, 24800) for
th; relief of John W. Itnndul]‘ fo the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. FIELDS: A hill (H. R. 24000) granting an increase
of pension to Fanny M. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 24901) granting n peusion to
Aungustn A, Crommett; to the Committee on Invallid Pensions.

Also, a bill (¥. R. 24902) granting an increase of pension
to Mary L. Stone; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

By Mr. HARDWICK : A bill (H. R. 249003) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mrs. Courtenay A. Stovall; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. IR, 24904) for the rellef of the
legnl representatives of Alexander liarlin, decoased; to the
Committee on War Claims,

By Mr., KAHN: A bill (H. R. 24905) granting an lncrense
of pension to Ida M, Fiala; to the Commitiee on Penslons,

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 24006) for the relief of
R. Jane Brewer; to the Commitiee on War Clalms.

Also, a bill (H. R. 24007) granting compensation to Charles
K. Hemsburg; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, LINTHIOUM: A bill (L 1. 24008) granting a pen-
slon ‘to Ellen M. TLeary; to the Committee on Invalid I"ensions,

Also, o Bill (I R. 24000) gronting a pension to Thomas 10,
Murphy ; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 24010) granthig a pension to Joshua I.
Cooksey ; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions,

Also, a bill (X, R. 24911) granting n pension to Mary B.
Dolan; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions,

Also, o bl (H. R. 24912) granting n pension fo Susan AL
Kinkead; to the Committee on Invalid Penslons.

Also, a b1 (H. It. 24913) granting a penslon to Charles J.
O'Brien; to the Committee on Pensions,
Also, n bill (H. R. 24914) granting
Barnes; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 24015) granting a pension to Mnlm]u % pr - ik
Johnson ; to the Committes on Pensions,

an inerease
to the Commities on Invalid

24807) to correct the mili-
the Committee on Military

a pension to Albert W.

By Mr, MOON of Tennessee: A bill (M. R. 24010) granting
fan inerease of pension to Alexander Sutherland; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,
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By Mr. NEELEY : A bill (H. R. 24917) granting a pension to
Clyde N. Gregson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 24918) granting
a pension to William Putnam; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 24919) for
the relief of Lewis W. Crain; to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs,

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 24920) granting an increase
of pension to Robert O. Backus; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. J

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 24921) granting a pension
to Elizabeth Nazworthy ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 24922) for the relief of
Samuel Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

.

PETITIONS, ETC.

TUnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. AYRES: Petitions of the Immigration Restriction
League, of-Boston, Mass., and State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons
of Ameriea, of North Carolina, favoring passage .of House bill
22527, for restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization,

Also, petition of the Protestant Episcopal Church, diocese of
Washington, relative to garb worn by teachers and pupils in
Government schools; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. BULKLEY (by request) : Petitions of the World's
Purity Federation and citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring
passage of House bill 22527, for restriction of immigration; to
the Commitfee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. CALDER : Petition of Mrs. Pence, of Brooklyn, N. Y.,
favoring passage of bill for the sanitary and medical uplift of
the people of Alaska; to the Committee on the Territories.

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, of
Richmond, Va., relative to sentiment in favor of plan of mon-
etary reform; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Alsgo, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republie, Depart-
ment of Missouri, indorsing action of the Missouri Members of
Congress in their efforts to secure for the members of the En-
rolled Missouri Militia who rendered active service a pension-
able status; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of Brooklyn, N. Y.,
against passage of the Root amendment for deportation of
aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Fielder & Hanan (Ine.), of New York City,
N. Y., against passage of any bills for change in patent laws; to
the Committee on Patents.

Also, petition of the Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, of
Cleveland, Ohio, favoring support of House resolution 357,
relative to collecting data relating to the loss of life and
property by fire in the United States; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Prospect Heights Citizens’ Association
and the Manufacturers' Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favor-
ing passage of the voecational educational bill, known as the
Page bill; and of H. H. Holley, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring
passage of Senate bill G407, for Federal protection for migra-
tory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolution of the National Lumber Manufacturers'
Association, favoring amendment to Sherman Antitrust Act:
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition, of the Polk & Calder Drug Co., of New York
City, N. Y., against passage of the Richardson drug bill (H, R.
14060), relative fo regulation of the sale of drugs, ete.; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CARY: Resolutions of the Immigration Restriction
Leagune, favoring passage of bills providing literacy test for
immigrants; fo the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion,

By Mr. CALLAWAY : Resolution of the Immigration Re-
striction League, favoring passage of bills restricting immi-
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. CRAGO: Petition of the Italo-American Alliance of
the United States of America, protesting against the passage of
House bill 22527, for restriction of immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, resolution of the United States Civil Service Retire-
ment Association of Washington, D. O, against five-year tenure
of office clause in House bill 24023 ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations, 1

Also, resolution of David Wilson Camp, No. 59, United Spanish
War Veterans, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y., favoring passage of

House bill 11169, for pensions for widows and minor children
of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

Algo, resclution of the Richmond (Va.) Chamber of Coms-
merce, favoring a revision of our currency system; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

Also, resolutions of the Immigration Restriction League and
State Camp, Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring passage
of bills restricting immigration; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. DOREMUS : Resolution of Michigan Lodge, No. 111,
Order B'rith Abraham, against passage of bills restricting immi-
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., against passage of
the Root amendment, for deportation of aliens; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the St. Louis Red Cross Society,
8t. Louis, Mo., favoring passage of House bill 16844—the Camp-
bell bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of the International Association of Machinists,
Washington, D. C., favoring passage of amendment to be offered
to the naval appropriation bill, to prevent enlisted men to be
used to repair ships, etc.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. ESCH ; Petition of the Immigration Restriction League
favoring passage of Senate bill 3175, restricting immigration ;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization,

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of numerous merchants of Gard-
ner, La Salle, Yorkville, and Marseilles, Ill, in opposition to
passage of legislation to establish a parcels post; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the First Lutheran Church, Rockford, IIL,
favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Associa-
tion, favoring free use of the Panama Canal by American shipsj
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Associa-
tion, relative to improvement of the United States Diplomatic
and Consular Service; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of J. H. R. Story, Philadelphia, Pa., favoring
passage of House bill 1339, for granting increase of pension to
veterans who lost an arm or leg in the Civil War: to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Chapin & Gore, Chicago, Ill, against the
passage of Senate bill 5461, relating to the granting of licenses
for barrooms in the Distriet of Columbia, ete.; to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE : Petitions of Plimpton, Cowan & Co., of
Buffalo, N. X.; Lehre & Fink, of New York; and Polk & Calder
Drug Co., of Troy, N. Y., protesting against the passage of the
Richardson drug bill (H. R. 14060) ; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the International Phonograph Co., New York,
protesting against any change in the patent laws that might
effect price maintenance; to the Committee on Patents.

Also, petition of the National Lumber Manufacturing Asso-
ciation, Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to amending the Sherman anti-
trust laws; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petitions of the American Association of Foreign Lan-
guage Newspapers, New York; the Italo-American Alliance of
the United States of America; Paul Brown Lodge, No. 421,
United States Grand Lodge, Order B'rith Abraham, New York;
Jewish branch of the Socialist Party of New York, N, Y.: La-
dies’ Waist and Dressmakers’ Union, Local No. 25, 1. L. G. W. U.;
Eben Israel Lodge, No. 69, United States Grand TLodge, Order
B'rith Abraham, New York; Jarozlausa Lodge, No. 21, Inde-
pendent Order B'rith Abraham, New York, protesting against
passage of House bill 22527, for restriction of immigration; to
the Committee on ITmmigration and Naturalization.

Also, petitions of Julins Blumberg, New York, N. Y.; E. Wil-
liam Sweeney, New York, N. ¥.; H. M. Marks & Co., Chicago,
IIL; William H. Enhaus & Son, New York, N. Y.; and Black-
man-Ross Co., New York, N. Y., protesting against any change
in the present patent laws that might affect price maintenance;
to the Committee on Patents.

Also, petition of the United Anglers’ League, Brooklyn, N. Y.,
relative to the commercial fish around New York; to the Com-
mitfee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. GOULD : Resolutions of the Immigration Restriction
League of Boston, Mass., favoring passage of bills restricting
immigration ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

Also, petition of the International Brotherhood of Stationary
Firemen, No. 270, favoring passage of Senate bill 5474 and
House bill 19133, for postal-express service; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
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By Mr. GUERNSEY : Petition of Pine Tree Lodge, No. 500,
of Bangor, Me., against passage of bills restricting immigration ;
to the Committee or Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. HAYDEN : Petition of the Legislature of the Stafe of
Arizona, relating to mineral lands included within the Colorado
River Indian Reservation; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

DBy Mr. KAHN: Petition of Lodge No. 325 and Lodge No. 166,
Order B'rith Abraham, San Franecisco, Cal., protesting against
restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

Also, petition of F. O. Drew, San Franecisco, Cal, favoring
passage of the Sulzer diplomatic establishment bill; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of the Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific
Coast, San Francisco, Cal., opposing passage of House bill
21100, relative to United States district eourts; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Wolff & Dolan, San Francisco, Cal., in oppo-
gition to the Oldfield bill relative to price maintenance; to the
Committee on Patents. s

Also, petition of C. Shilling & Co., San Francisco, Cal., op-
posing the passage of Senate bill 5461, for regulating liquor
trafiic in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

Also, petition of the Dried Fruit Association of California, San
Francisco, Cal., in opposition to cut in appropriation for State
Department; to the Committee on Appropriations.
~ Also, petition of John Polikarpoff and five others of San Fran-
cisco, Cal., protesting against the Root amendment to the immi-
gration bill, subjecting any alien liable to deportation who con-
spires with others to overthrow a foreign government; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LEVY : Petition of the Workmen's Circle, New York,
and the Italo-American Alliance of the United States of America,
Philadelphia, protesting against passage of House bill 22527,
for restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization,

Also, petition of the Richmond Chamber of Commerce, Rich-
mond, Va., relative to a more adequate monetary system; to
the Commitfee on Banking and Currency.

Also, petition of J. E. Rhoads & Sons, New York, relative
to House bill 16844, requiring the manufacturer’s name on all
goods; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Williams & Humbert, New York, protesting
against the Works bill (8. 2309); to the Committee on the
Judiciary. :

Also, petition of the New York State Vegetable Growers’
Association, Ithaca, N. Y., favoring passage of a parcel-post
system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of the North Side Board of Trade, of New York,
relative to the improvement of the Bronx Kills, Harlem River,
and, East River, N. Y.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, petition of the United Anglers’ League, Brooklyn, N. Y.,
relative to the commercial fish around New York and adjacent
States; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries,

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the United States Maimed
Soldiers’ League, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring passage of
House bill 1339, for increasing pension of veterans who lost
an arm or leg in the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, petition of the Immigration Restriction League of Bos-
ton, Mass., favoring passage of House bill 22527, for restriction
of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Resolution of the Immigration Re-
striction League, favoring passage of Senate bill 3175, providing
literacy test for immigrants; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of the Immigration Restriction
League, favoring passage of Senate bill 3175, restricting immi-
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of the Immigra-
tion Restriction League, of Boston, Mass,, favoring passage of
House bill 22527 for restriction of immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Resolutions of citizens and the city
council of Chicago, Ill., against passage of bills restricting im-
migration; to the Commiftee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

Also, resolution of the Women's Trade Union League of
Chicago, Ill, favoring passage of House bill 11372—the sea-
men's bill—for protection of life at sea; to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. McKENZIE: Petitions of business men of Chadwick,
Polo, Killedgeville, Byron, Pawpaw, Lee, Leaf River, Amboy,

and Subletto, Ill., protesting against any parcel-post system;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of business men of Polo, IIL, favoring the giving
of the Interstate Commerce Commission further power toward
regulating the express rates and classifications; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY : Petition of Androscoggin Couneil,
No. T4, Livermore Fallg, Me., favoring passage of House bill
22527, for restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

Algo, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers
favoring passage of bills restricting immigration; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of citizens of Rumford, Me., favoring passage
of Senate bill 5474 and House bill 19133 for postal-express sys-
tem; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MOTT: DPetition of the North Carolina Patriotic
Order Sons of America favoring passage of bills restricting
i:lnmigratlon; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

Also, petition of priests ard lay delegates of the Episcopal
Diocese of Central New York favoring bill for improving con-
:tiltilous of people of Alaska; to the Committee on the Terri-
ories. A

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New
York, in favor of passage of vocational education bill; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MORGAN : Petition of the session of the First Pres-
byterian Church, Oklahoma City, for the passage of the Ken-
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill
granting an inerease of pension to Alexander Sutherland, of
Tennessee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NEEDHAM : Petition of the Sierra Madre Board of
Trade, relative to appropriation for fighting the Mediterranean
fly; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Shipowners' Association of the Pacifie
Coast, relative to the district courts of the United States; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Southern Sociological Congress, Nash-
ville, Tenn., favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter-
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers,
Harrisburg, Pa., favoring passage of House bill 22527, for re-
striction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

Also, petition of Sarah Ann Jaggers Auxiliary, No. 19, United
Spanish War Veterans, of Fresno, Cal., favoring passage of
House bill 17470, for pensioning the widows of Spanish-Ameri-
can War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, petition of the Long Beach Chamber of Commerce, pro-
testing against the passage of House bill 11372, prohibiting the
towing of log rafts in the open sea; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. NYE: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., pro.
testing against the Root amendment, making any alien liable
to deportation who conspires a violent overthrow of a foreign
govemment; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-

on.

By Mr. POST : Petition of the Immigration Restriction League
of Boston, Mass., favoring passage of House bill 22527, for re-
striction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: Petition of vitizens of New
York City and the Immigration Restriction League of Boston,
Mass., favoring passage of House bill 22527, for restriction of
meigratlon; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-

on.

By Mr. PALMER : Resolution of the Erie Chamber of Com-
merce, of Erie, Pa., favoring passage of House bill 357; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of
the State of Massachusetts, favoring passage of House bill
22339 and Senate bill 6172, the anti-Taylor system bills, against
the stop watch for employees of the Government; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.”

By Mr. SABATH : Resolutions of Captain Dreyfuss Lodge, No.
165, Order B'rith Abraham; the Polish National Alliance of the
United States of North Amerlea; and the Ascociation of Jewish
Women of Chicago, IlL, against passage of bills restricting im-
niligmtion; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Daughters of Liberty of
Tuckerton and Asbury, N. J., favoring passage of House bill
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22527, for restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of the Sephia
Yacht Clab, Avalon, Catalina Island, Cal., protesting against
passage of bill requiring motor boats to have both a licensed
pilot and engineer; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

Also, petition of William Thum, mayor of Pasadena, Cal,
favoring continuance of the bureau of efficiency; to the Com-
‘mittee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of the Long Beach Chamber of Commerce, pro-
testing against passage of House bill 11372, for prohibiting the
towing of log rafts in the open sea; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. SULLOWAY : Petition of the Polish Societies of Man-
chester, N. H., protesting against passage of House bill 22527,
for restriction of immigration; to the Committes on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, petition of the Daughters of Llherty of Gossville, N, H.,
Iﬂrormg passage of House bill 22527, for restriction of ll‘ll‘ﬂll*
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of
Stratham, N, H., favoring passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judieciary.

Also, petitions of Storer Post, Grand Army of the Republie,
Portsmouth, N. H.; Albert M. Perkins Post, Grand Army of the
Republie, Epping, N. H.; and George 8. Cram Post, Grand Army
of the Republic, Meredith, N. H., favoring passage of House bill
14070, for increasing pensions for deafness; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the Hartford Central Labor
Tnion, of Hartford, Conn., favoring passage of the Campbell
bill (H. R. 16844), to compel manufacturers of foodstuffs to
place their names and addresses upon all goods manufaetured
by them; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Resolutions of the Trenton
(N. J.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring passage of House bill
17736 and Senate bill 4308, providing for 1-cent letter postage;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of eitizens of Trenton, N. J., favering passage
of bills restricting immigration; to the Commiztee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

Also, resolutions of the eongregation Anshe Chased, of Somer-
ville, N. J., against passage of bills providing literacy test for
immigrants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

Also, petitions of members of Local Union No. 540, Carmen’s
Union, and Local Union No. 228, Journeymen Tailors, of Tren-
ton, N. J., favoring passage of House bhill 22339 and Senate bill
6172, known as the anti-Taylor system bills; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr, YOUNG of Texas: Petition of John O'Byrme and other
citizens of Gregg and Upshur Counties, Tex., favoring passage of
the old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, resolution of the Immigration Restriction League of
Boston, Mass, favoring passage of Senate bill 3175, restricting
immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

SENATE.
Tuespay, May 28, 1912.

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Borax and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho suggests
the absence of a quorum, and the Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Cummins Martin, Va. Sanders
Bacon Curtis Myers: Simmons
Borah Fall Nelson Smith, Ariz
Bourne Foster Newlands Smith, Ga.
Brandegee . Gallinger Nixon Smith, 8. C.
Dristow ¢+ Gardner 0’'Gorman Smoot
Bryan Gronna Oliver Stephenson,
Burnham Guoggenheim Overman Sutherland
Burton Heybuin Page Thornton
Chamberlain .I'o!mstom Ala. Perey Tl

il ton Jones. P:-rklns Townsend

ark, Wyo. meitt Pomerene Warren
Clarke, Ark. Cge Rayner Watson
Culberson Mc umber Richardson
Cullom McLean Root

Mr. JONES. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
PoixpextER] is unaveidably detained from the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. TFifty-eight Senators have an-
swered to the roll eall. A quorum of the Senate is present.

ENBOLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

The VICE PRESIDENT announced his signature to the fol-
lowing enrolled bills and jeint resolution, which had previ-
ously been signed by the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives:

8. 5830, An aet to extend the time for the completion of dams
across the Savannah River by authority granted Twin City
Power Co, by an act approved February 29, 1908;

H. R.14083. An act to create a new division of the southern
judicial district of Texas and to provide for terms of court
at Corpus Christi, Tex.,, and for a clerk for said court, and for
other purposes;

H. . 17029. An act aunthorizing the Secretary of War to con-
vert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a bri-
gade post;

H. I, 20586. An act granting pensions and inerease of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
said war; and

H. J. Iteg. 142, Joint resolution fo derlﬂre and make certain
the authority of the Attorney General to begin and maintain
and of any court of competent jurisdiction to entertain and de-
cide a suit or suits for the purpese of having judicially declared
a forfeiture of the rights granted by the act entitled “An act
granting the Washington Improvement & Development Co. a
right of way through the Ceolville Indian Reservation, in the
State of Washington,” approved June 4, 1808,

REPORT OF NAVAL BOAED (8. DOC. No. 725).

The VICHE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 1 communi-
cation from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re-
sponse to a resolution of the 23d imstant, certain information
relative to the appointment of a beard to consider the question
of transferring certain offices of the Navy Department to the
Department of Commerce and Labor, which, with the accom-
panying paper, was referred to the Commitiee on Naval Af-
fairs and ordered to be printed.

JOSEPH M. PADGETT ¥. UNITED STATES (8. DOC. No. 724).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the assistant elerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusion
of law filed by the court in the ecause of Joseph M. Padgett v.
United States (Washington Navy Yard), which, with the ac-
companying paper, was referred to the Commiitee on Claims
and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K.
Hempsfead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resclution
(H. J. Res. 319) making appropriations to supply deficiencies
in the appropriations for contingent expenses of the House of
Representatives for the fiscal year 1912, and for other pur-
poses.

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions of
the House on the life; character, and public services of Jaues
P. Lartta, late a Representative from the State of Nebraska.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the congrega-
tion of the Dingman's Methodist Episcopal Chureh, of Delaware,
Pa., praying for the adeption of an amendment to the Constitu-
tion to prohibit the manufacture, sale, and importation of in-
toxicating liquors, which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Mr. CULLOM presenfed a petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce of Quiney, I, praying for the enactment of legislation
to provide for the preparation and printing of a national di-
rectory of eommerecial organizations of the United States, which
was referred te the Comunittee on Mandfactures.

He also presented a memorial of the Silver €rown Buiiding;
& Loan Association, of Chicago, Il., remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation levying a special excise tax on building
and loan associations, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He- also presenfed a petition of sundry citizens of Hillside,
111, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the use
of insignia and garb of any denomination in the Indian public
sehiools, which was referred fo the Commitiee on Indian Affairs.

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the Ladies
of the Muaceabees of the World, residents of Chicago, 111, pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation granting to the publications
of fraternal .associations thie: privileges of second-class mail
matter, which wag referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads,
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